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Victoria, by the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
Queen, Defender of the Faith, &e., &c., &c. 


To Our Beloved and Faithful the Senators of the Dominion of Canada, and the 
Members elected to serve in the House of Commons of Our said Dominion, 
summoned and called to a Meeting of the Parliament of Canada, at Our City of 
Ottawa, on the Seventh day of June instant, to have been commenced and 
held, and to every of you—GREETING : 


A PROCLAMATION. 


HEREAS, on the Twenry-Erau1a day of the month of Apri last past, Wo 
thought fit to prorogue Our Parliament of Canada to the SEvEentas day of the 

month of JUNE instant, at which time, at Our City of Ottawa, you were held 
and constrained to appear ; Now Know Yzs, that for divers causes and co vs iderations, 
and taking into consideration the ease and convenience of Our Loving S ubjects, We 
have thought fit, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council for Canada: to relieve 
ou, and each of you, of your attendance at the time aforesaid, hereby convoking and 
these presents enjoining you, and each of you, that on TuEsDAy, the SEVENTEENTH 
day of the month of Juty.next, you meet Us, in Our Parliament of Canada, at 
Our City of Orrawa, there to take into consideration the state and welfare of Our sa id 
Dominion of Canada, and therein to do as may seem necessary. HeERein Farc Nor. 
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In Testimony WHEREOF, We have caused these Uur Letters to be made Patent, 
and the Great Seal of Canada to be-hcreunto affixed. W1ITness, Our 
Right Trusty and ‘Well-Beloved Cousin and Councillor the Right 
Honorable Sir Freprric TEMPLE, Karl of Durrerin, Viscount and 
Baron Clandeboye of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the Peerage of 
» the United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye, of Ballyleidy and 
Killeleagh, in the County Down, in the Peerage of Ireland, and a 
Baronet, Knight of Our Most Illustrious er of Saint Patrick, 
Knight Grand Cross of Our Most Distinguished Order of Saint 
Michael and Saint George, and Knight Commander of Our Most 
Honorable Order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, and 
Viee-Admipal of the same. . 
At Our Government Honse, in Our City or OTTAWA, this 
SIXTH day of JUNE, in the year of Our Lord, One thou- 
sand eight hundred and seventy-seven, and in the Fortieth 
year of Our Reign. 

By Command. 

RicHarD Pope, 
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, 

| Canada. 


CANADA. 





W. B. RICHARDS, 
Deputy Governor. 
[L. S.] oy 


VioronrA, by the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
QuEEN, Defender of the Faith, &c., &e., dc. 


To Our Beloved and Faithful the Senators of the Dominion of Canada, and the 
| Members elected to serve in the House of Commons of Our said Dominion, 
summoned and called to a Meeting of the Parliament of Canada, at Our City of 


Ottawa, on the Seventeenth day of July instant, to have been commenced and 
held, and to every of you--GREETING: 


A PROCLAMATION. 


W BEREAS, on the SIXTH day of the month of JUNE last past, We thought fit 
YF to prorogue Our Parliament of Canada to the Ssvanrgxnrsu day of the month 
of JULY instant, at which time, at Our City of Ottawa, you were held and con- 
strained to appear; Now Know Ys, that for divers causes and conaiderations, 
and taking into consideration the ease and convenience of Our Loving Subjects, We 
have thought fit, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council for Canada, to relieve 

ou, and each of you, of your attendance at the time aforesaid, hereby convoking and 

y these presents enjoining you, and each of you, that on Sarurpay, the TWantTy-FIFTH 
day of the month of Auausr next, you meet Us, in Our Parliament of Canada, 
at Our City of Orrawa, there to take into censideration the state and welfare of Our 


said Dominion of Canada, and therein to do as may seem necessary. Herein Far. 
OT. ; 
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In Testrmony Waxnrgor, We have caused these Our Letters to be made Patent 
| and the Great Seal of Canada to be hereunto affixed. Wrrness, 
The Honorable Writiam Buzz Ricwarps, Deputy of Our 
Right Trusty and Well-Beloved Cousin and Councillor the Right 
Honorable Sir Frepzuric TEmpLre, Karl of Durrsrin, Viscount and 
Baron Clandeboye of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the 
Peerage of the United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye of 
Ballyleidy and Killeleagh, in the County Down, in the Peerage of 
Ireland, and a Baronet, Knight of Our Most Illustrious Order of St. 
Patrick, and Knight Grand Cross of Our Most Distinguished Order of 
St. Michael and St. George, and Knight Commander of Our Most 
Honorable Order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, and Viee- 
Admiral of the same. . 
At Our Government House, in Our Ciry or Orrawa, this 
THIRTEENTH day of JuLy, in the year of Our Lord, One 
thousand ei gn hundred and seventy-seven, and in the Forty- 





first year of Our Reign. 
By Command. 
RicHARD Pope, 
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, 
. Canada. 
. DUFFERIN. 
{L. S.] 


Vicronia, by the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
Queen, Defender of the Faith, &c., &c., &c. 


To Our Beloved and Faithful the Senators of the Dominion of Canada, and the 
Members elected to serve in the House of Commons of Our said Dominion, 
summoned and called to a Meeting of the Parliament of Canada, at Our City of 
Ottawa, on the Twenty-fifth day of August instant, to have been commenced and 
held, and to every of you—GREETING : 


= 


A PROCLAMATION. 


HEREAS, on the THIRTEENTH day of the month of Jury last past, We thought 
fit to prorogue Our Parliament of Canada to the TWENTY-rIFTR day of the 
month of Auausr instant, at which time, at Our City of Ottawa, you were held and 
constrained to appear; Now Know Yr, that for divers causes and considerations, 
and taking into consideration the ease and convenience of Our Loving Subjects, We 
have thought fit, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council for Canada, to 
relieve you, and each of you, of your attendance at the time aforesaid, hereby 
conveking.and by these presents enjoining you ‘and each of you, that on THurspay, the 
Fouarx of the month of Ocrosrr next, you meet Us, in Our Parliament of 
Canada, at Our City of Orrawa, thore to take into consideration the state and 
welfare of Our said Dominion of Canada, and therein to do as may seem necessary. 
Huraw Farm Nor. 


CA 
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In Testimony Wazegor, We have caused these Our Letters to be made Patent, 
and the Great Seal of Canada to be hereunto affixed. Witness, Our 
Right Trusty and Well-Beloved Cousin and Councillor, the Right 
Honorable Sir Frepreric TEMPLE, Earl of Dufferin, Viscount and 
Baron Clandeboye of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the 
Peerage of the United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye of 
Ballyleidy and Killeleagh, in the County Down, in the Peerage of 
Ireland, and a Baronet, Knight Our Most Illustrious Order of Saint 
Patrick, Knight Grand Cross of Our Most Distinguished Order of 
St. Michael and St. George, and Knight Commander of Our Most 
Honorable Order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, and Vice- 
Admiral of the same. 


At Our Government House, in our City or OTTAWA, this TWENTY- 
’ Fourtn day of August, in the year of Our Lord, One 
thousand, eight hundred and seventy-seven, and in the 

Forty-first year of Our Reign. 


By Command. 
Ricxarp Pops, 
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, 
Canada. 





CANADA. 





W. B. RICHARDS, 
Deputy Governor. 


[L. S.] 


VicrortiA, by the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
Queen, Defender of the Faith, de. &c., dec. 


To all to whom these presents shall come, ot whom the same may in any wise con- 
cern, —GREETING : 


A PROCLAMATION. 


Z A. LASH. Yj BEREAS by av Act of the Parliament of Our United 
Deputy of the Minister Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, passed in the 

of Justice, Canada. thirtieth year of Our Reign, intituled, “An Act for the 
6 Union of Canada, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, and the Government thereof, 
“‘ and for purposes connected therewith,” it is amongst other things enacted that a 
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Bill reserved for the sigmfication of Our pleasure shall not have any force, unless 
and until within two years from the date on which it was presented to the Governor 
General for Our assent, the Govornor General signifies by speech or message to each 
of the Houses of Parliament or by Proclamation, that it has received the assent of 
Us in Council ; | 

AND WHEREAS, on the Twenty-Eieuts day of ApRiL, in the year of Our Lord, 
One thousand eight hundred and seventy-seven, the Right Honorable Sir Freprric 
Tempze, Earl of Dufterin, Our Governor General of Canada, did reserve certain 
Bills passed by the Senate and House of Commons of Canada, entitled respectively, 
chap. 87, “An Act for the relief of Mary Jane Bates,” chap. 88, ‘ An Act for the 
“ relief of Walter Scott,” and chap. 89, “An Act for the relief of Martha Jemima 
‘‘ Hawkshaw Holiwell,” for the signification of Our pleasure thereon ; 

AnD WHEREAS the said Bills so reserved as aforesaid were laid before Us in 
Council, at Our Court at Osborne House, Isle of Wight, on the THIRTEENTH day of 
Avaeust, in the year of Our Lord, One thousand eight hundred and seventy-seven ; 
and We were then and there pleased, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council, 
in pursuance of the said Act, and in the exercise of the powers thereby reserved to 
Us as aforesaid, to declare Our assent to the said Bills: 

Now Know Ye by these presenta, that the said Bill entitled rospectively chap. 
87, “ An Act for the relief of Mary Jane Bates,” chap. 88, “An Act for the relief 
““ Walter Scott,” and chapter 89, “ An Act for the relief of Martha Jemima Hawk- 
“ shaw Holiwell,” have received the assent of Us in Council. 

Of all which Our loving subjects and all others whom these presents may con- 
cern, are hereby required to take notice and govern themselves accordingly. 

In Testimony WHEREOF, We have caused these Our Letters to be made Patent, 

and the Great Seal of Canada to be hereunto affixed. Witness, the 
Honorable Wizciam Buezz Riomanps, Deputy of Our Right Trusty 
and Well-Beloved Cousin and Councillor the Right Honorable Sir 
Freperic Tempe, Earl of Durrenin, Viscount and Baron Clandeboye 
of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the Peerage of the United 
Kingdom, on Dufferin and Clandeboye, of Ballyleidy and Kille- 
leagh, in tho County Down, in the Peerage of Ireland, and a Baronet, 
Knight of Our Most Illustrious Order of Saint Patrick, Knight 
Grand Cross of our Most Distinguished Order of Saint Michael and 
Saint George, and Knight Commander of Ou: Must Honorable Order 
of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, and Vice-Admiral of the 
same. 

At OurGovernment House, in Our City or Orrawa, this Firra 
day of SEPTEMBER, in the year of Our Lord, One thousand 
eight hundred and seventy-seven, and in the Forty-first 
year of Our Reign. 

By Command. 
R. W. Scorr, 
Secretary of State. 
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W. B. RICHARDS, 
Deputy Governor. 


[L. 8] 


VioroniaA, by the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
Queen, Defender of the Faith, &c., dc., &c. 


To Our Beloved and Faithfal the Senators of the Dominion of Canada, and the 
Members elected to serve in the House of Commonsof Our said Dominion, 
summoned and called to a Meeting of the Parliameat of Canada, at Our City of 
Ottawa, on the Fourth: day of October next, to have been commenced 
and held, and to every of you—GREETING : 


A PROCLAMATION, 


Wes on the Twrntr-Fourtu day of the month of Auaus? last past, We 
thought fit to prorogue Our Parliament of Canada to the Fourrs day of the 
month of Ocrosse next, at which time at Our City of Ottawa, you were held 
and constrained to appear ; Now Know Ye, that for divers causos and considerations, 
and taking into consideration the ease and convenience of Our Loving Subjects, We 
have thought fit, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council for Canada, to relieve 
you, and each of you, of your attendance at the time aforesaid, hereby convoking 
and by these presents enjoining you and each of you, that on Werpnespar, the 
Fourteents day of the month of Novemser next, you meet Us in Our Parliament 
of Canada, at Our City of Ottawa, there to take into consideration the state and 
welfare of Our said Dominion of Canada, and therein to do as may seem necessary. 
Herein Fait Nor. | | 
In TEesrimony WuHEREOF, We have caused these Our Letters to be made Patent, 
and the Great Seal of Canada to be hereunto affixed. Wrrness, The 
Honorable Witt1am Buzz Ricæarps, Deputy of Our Right Trusty 
and Well-Beloved Cousin and Councillor the Right Honorable Sir 
Freperic TEMPLE, Earl of Durresin, Viscount and Baron Clandeboye 
of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the Peerage of the United 
Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye, of Ballyleidy and Kille- 
] , in the County Down, in the Peorage of Ireland, and a Baronet, 
Knight of Our Most Illustrious Order of Saint Patrick, Knight 
Grand Cross of Our Most Distinguished Order of Saint Michael and 
Saint George, and Knight Commander of Our Most Honorable 
Order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada and Vice-Admiral of 
the same. 
At Our Government House, in Our City or Ortawa, this 
TweEnty-Eieatu day of SEPTEMBER, in the year of Our Lord 
One thousand eight hundred and seventy-seven, arid in the 
Forty-first year of Our Reign. . 
By Command. 
RicHarp Pops, 
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, 
Canada. 
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DUFFERIN. 
[L. 8] 


Victoria, by the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
Quzzn, Defender of the Faith, &c., &c., ke. 


To Our Beloved and Faithful the Senators of the Dominion of Can and the 
Members elected to serve in the House of Commons of Our said Dominion, 
summoned and called to a meeting of the Parliament of Canada, at Our City of 
Ottawa, on the Fourteenth day of November instant, to have been commenced 
and held, and to every of you—GREETING : . 


A PROCLAMATION. 


Waaenas, on the Twenry-Ereatu day of the month of Szprempae last past, We 
thought fit to prorogue Our Parliament of Canada to the FouRTERNTE day of 
the month of Novemser instant, at which time, at Our City of Ottawa, you were held 
anc constrained to ; Now Know Y£, that for divers causes and considerationr, 
and taking into consideration the ease and cénvenience of Our Loving Subjects, We 
have thought fit, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council for Canada, to relieve 
you, and each of you, of your attendance at the time aforesaid, hereby convoking 
and by these presents enjoini ou, and each of you, that on Monpay, the Twrntr- 
Fours day of the month of Drcrner next, you meet Us, in Our Parliament 
of Canada, at Our City of Orrawa, there to take into consideration the state and 
welfare of Our said Dominion of Canada, and therein to do as may seem necessary. 
Henun Faw Nor. 
In TesrimonNr Wuereor, We have caused these Our Letters to be made Patent, 
ahd the Great Seal of Canada to be hereunto affixed. Wirness, Our 
Right Trusty and Well-Beloved Cousin and Councillor the Right 
Honorable Sir Frepzric TEMPLE, Earl of Durrerm, Viscount and 
Baron Clandeboye of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the 
Pee of the United Kingdom, Baron Dnfferin and Clandeboye, 
of Ballyleidy and Killeleagh, in the County Down, in the Peerage 
of Ireland, and a Baronet, Knight of Our Most Illustrious Order of 
Saint Patrick, Knight Grand Cross of Our Most Distinguished Order 
of St. Michael and St. George, and Knight Commander of Our 
Most Honorable Order of the Bath, Governor-General of Canada, 
and Vice-Admiral of the same. 
At Our Government House, in Our City or Orrawa, this 
Ninta day of Novemsze, in the year of Our Lord, One thou- 
sand eight hundred and seventy-seven, and in the Forty- 
. first year of Our Reign. 
By Command. 
Ricwarp Pops, 
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, 
Canada. 





DUFFERIN. 


[L. 8] 


Vicrori, by the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
Queen, Defender of the Faith, &c., &c., &e. 


To Our Beloved and Faithful the Senators of the Dominion of Canada, and the 
Members elected to serve in the House of Commons of Our said Dominion, 
summoned and called to a Meeting of the Parliament of Canada, at Our City 
of Ottawa, on the Twenty-fourth day of December instant, to have been com- 
menced and held, and to every of you—GREETING : 


A PROCLAMATION.” 


HEREAS, on the Ninru day of the month of NovemBer last past, We thought 
fit to prorogue Our Parliament of Canada to the Twenty-Fourtu day of the 
month of DecemBER instani, at which time, at Our City of Ottawa, you were held 
and constrained to appear ; Now Know Ys, that for divers causes and considerations, 
and taking into consideration the ease and convenience of Our Loving Subjects, We 
have thought fit, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council for Canada, to relieve 
you, and each of you, of your attendance at the time aforesaid, hereby convoking 
and by these presents enjoining you, and each of you, that on Tugspay, the FurrEENntH 
day of the month of Januaky next, you meet Us, in Our Parliament of Canada, at - 
Our City of Orrawa, there to take into consideration the state and welfare of Our 
said Dominion of Cunada, and therein to do as may seem necessary. HEREIN 
Fart Nor. . 
In Testimony WHEREoF, We have caused these Our Letters to be made Patent, 
and the Great Seal of Canada to be hereunto affixed. Wrrnxgss, Our 
Right Trusty and Well-Beloved Cousin and Councillor the Right 
Honorable Sir Freperic Tewpze, Earl of Durrenin, Viscount and 
Baron Clandeboye of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the 
Peerage of the United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye of 
Ballyleidey and Killeleagh, in the County Down, in the Peerage of 
Ireland, and a Baronet, Knight of Our Most Illustrious Order of 
Saint Patrick, Knight Grand Cross ot Our Most Distinguished Order 
of Saint Michael and Saint George, and Knight Commander of Our 
Most Honorable Order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, 
and Vice-Admiral of the same. 
At Our Government House, in Our Crry of Ortawa, this 
Twenty-First day of December, in the year of Our Lord, 
One thousand eight hundred and seventy-seven, and in the 
Forty-first year of Our Reign. 
By Command. 
Ricwarp Fors, 
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, 
Canada. 
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Vicronia, by the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
QueEN, Defender of the Faith, &c., &c., &c. 


To Our Beloved and Faithful the Senators of the Dominion of Canada, and the 
Members elected to serve in the House of Commons of Our said Dominion, 
summoned and called to x Meeting of the Parliament of Canada, at Our City of 
Ottawa, on the Fifteenth day of January instant, to have been commenced 
and held, and to every of you—GREETING: 


A PROCLAMATION. 


HEREAS, the Meeting of Our Parliament of Canada stands Prorogued to the 
FIFT£ENTH day of the month of January instant, NEVERTHELEss, for certain 
causes and considerations, We have thought fit further to prorogue the same to 
Taunspay, the SEVENTH day of the month of FEBRUARY next, so that neither of you, nor 
any of you on the said FIFTEENTH day of Janvary instant, at Our City of Ottawa, to 
appear, are to be held and constrained: for WE Do wILL THAT you and each of you, 
and all others in this behalf interested, that on THurspay, the SEVENTH day of the 
month of Frsavary next, at Our City of Ortawa, aforesaid, personally you be and 
sppear for the Despatcu or Businsss, to treat, do, act, and conclude upon those 
ngs which in Our said Parliament of Canada, by the Common Council of Our said 
Dominion, may by the favour of God be ordained. 
In Testimony WHEREOF, We have caused these Our Letters to be made Patent, 
and the Great Seal of Canada to be hereunto affixed Wirness, Our 
Right Trusty and Well-Beloved Cousin and Councillor the Right 
Honorable Sir Freperic Temp ez, Earl of Durrerin, Viscount and 
Baron Clandeboye of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the 
Peerage of the United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye of 
Ballyleidy and Killeleagh, in the County Down, in the Peerage of 
Ireland, and a Baronet, Knight of Our Most Illustrious Order of 
Saint Patrick, Knight Grand Cross of Our Most Distinguished Order 
of Saint Michael and Saint George, and Knight Commander of Our 
Most Honorable Order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, and 
Vice Admiral of the same. 
At Our Government House, in Our City or Orrawa, this 
Fourth day of Januarky, in the year of Our Lord, One 
thousand eight hundred and seventy-eight, and in the 
Forty-first year of OurReign. 
By Command, 
RicuaBp Pope, 
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, 
Canada. 
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Thursday, 7th February, 1878. 


Lady Qu 


ueen Victoria, b 
ritain and Ireland, Queen, 


Thursday, the seventh day of the month of February, in the forty-first year of 


the Grace of God, of the 
fender of the Faith, bei 


the Fifth Session of the Third Parliament of the Dominion_of ,Canada, as continu 
by several prorogations to this day. 


The Members n attendence in the Senate Chamber in the City of Ottawa, were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


dq 
Hamilton (Kingston), Pelletier 


Haviland 
Haythorne, 


Hope, 
Kau!bach, 
pewin, 
Miller, 
Northup, 
Pdquet, 


16 7th FEBRUARY. A 1878 © 


The Honorablo the Speaker presented to the House a communication from the 
Governor General’s Secretary. ° 
The same was then read by tho Clerk, and is as follows : — 


GOVERNOR GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
OTTAWA, 6th February, 1878. 


Sizr,—I am directed by His Excellency the Governor General to inform you that 
Sir W. Richards, Kt., in his capacity as Deputy Governor, will proceed to the Senate 
Chamber to open the Session of the Dominion Parliament, on Thursday the 7th 
instant, at 3 o'clock. 


\ 


I have the honor to be, Sir, 
Your most obedient servant, 
E. G. P. Lirrzeron, 
Governor General's Secretary. 
The Honorable 
The Speaker of the Senate, 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House a Return from the Clerk of 
the Crown in Chaneery. 
The same was then read by the Clerk, and is as follows :— 


OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF THE CROWN 
IN CHANCERY, CANADA. 
OTTAWA, 2nd February, 1878. 
To Robert Le Moine, Esquire, 
Clerk of the Senate. 

This is to certify that His Excellency the Governor General has summoned to 
the Senate Joseph Rosaire Thibaudeau, of the City of Montreal, Esquire, by Letters 
Patent under the Great Seal, bearing date the fourth day of January last, and appointed 
him for the Rigaud Electoral Division, in the Province of Quebec, in the room of the 
late Honorable Charles Wilson, deceased. 


R. Pops, 
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, Canada. 

The Honorable the Speaker informed the House that there was 2 Member 
without ready to be introduced, when the Honorable Joseph Rosaire Thibaudeau was 
introduced between the Honorable Messiours Scott and Pelletier. 

"The Honorable Mr. Thibaudeau presented Her Majesty’s Writ summoning him 
to the Senate. 

The same was then read by the Clerk; and 

Ordered to be put upon the Journal, and is as follows :— 


CANADA. 





Dufferin. 
[L.S.] 
Victoria, by the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
Queen, Defender of the Faith, &., &c., Ke. 


To Our Trusty and Well-Belovod Joseph Rosaire, Thibaudeau, of Our Province of Quebec, 
in Our Dominion of Canada. 

GREETING :— 

Know Ye, that as well for the special trust and confidence We have manifested 

in you, as for the purpose of obtaining your advice and assistance in all weighty snd 
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arduous affairs which may the State and Defence of our Dominion of Canada concern 
We have thought fit to sammon you to the Sonate of Our said Dominion, and We do 
appoint you for the Rigaud Electoral Division of Our Province of Quebec, and We do 
command you, the said Joseph Rosaire Thibaudeau, that all difficulties and excuses 
whatsoever laying aside, you be and appear for the purposes aforesaid, in the Senate 
of Our said Dominion, at all times whensoever and wheresoever Our Parliament may 
be in Our said Dominion convoked and holden: and this you are in no wise to omit. 
In Testimony Waarzor, We have caused these Our Letters to be made Patent, 
and the Great Seal of Canada to be hereunto affixed : Witness, Our 
Right Trusty and Well-Beloved Cousin and .Councillor the Right 
Honorable Sir Frederic Temple, Earl of Dufferin, Viscount and Baron 
Clandeboye, of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the Peerage of the 
United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye, of Ballyleidy and 
Killeleagh, in the County Down, in the Peerage of Ireland, and a 
Baronet Knight of Our Most Illustrious Order of Saint Patrick, 
Knight Grand Cross of Our Most Distinguished Order of Saint Michael 
and Saint George, and Knight Commander of Our Most Honorable 
Order of the: Bath, Governor General of Canada, and Vice-Admiral 
of the same. At Our Government House, in Our City of Ottawa, in 
Muar Dominion of Canada, this Fourth day of January, in the year of 
Oar Lord One Thousand Eight Hundred and Seventy-eight, and in 
the Forty-first Year of Our Reign. 
By Command. 
R. Pop, . | 
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, Canada. 


Then the Honorable Mr. Thibaudeau took and subscribed the oath prescribed by 
Law, which was administerod by Robert Le Moine, Esquire, a Commissioner appointed 
for that purpose, and took his seat acoordingly - | 

The Honorable the Speaker acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Senate 
had laid upon the Table the certificate of one of the Commissioners, setting forth that 
the Honorable Joseph Rosmre Thibaudeau, a Member of the Senate, had made and 
sabecribed the Declaration of Qualification required by the British North America Act, 
1867. 


The House was adjourned daring pleasure. 
After some time the House was resumed. 


Sir William Buell Richards, Knight, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of 
Canada, Deputy Governor, ‘being seated in the Chair on the Throne, 


The Honorable the Speaker commanded the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod 
to proceed to the House of Commons and acquaint that House “It is the pleasure 
of Sir William Buell Richards, Deputy Governor, that they attend him immediately 
in this House.” 

Who being come, 


The Honorable the Speaker said :— 
Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate : 
Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 
Sir William Buell Richards, Knight, Deputy Governor, does not see fit to declare 


the causes of summoning the present Parliament of the Dominion of Canada until 
B 
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the Speaker of the House of Commons shall have been chosen according to law, but 
to-morrow, at three o’clock in the afternoon, the causes of calling this Parliament will 
be declared. 


Sir William Buell Richards, Knight, Deputy Governor, was pleased to retire, and 
the House of Commons withdrew. 
Then, on motion of the Honerable Mr, Scott, secanded by the Honorable Mr. 


Simpson, 
The House adjourned until to-morrow, at. half past two o’clock in the afternoon. 


t 


# 
L 


Friday, 8th February, 1878. 


The Members convened were 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Alexander, Cormier, Hope, ‘ . Pozer, 
Allan, | Dever, Kaulbach, Read, 
Armand, Dickey, Lewin, Scott, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McDonald, Seymour, 
Bellerose, Fabre, Mc Master, Simpson, 
Benson, Ferguson, Macpherson, Skead, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Miller, Sutherland, 
Bourinot, Girard, Montgomery, Thibaudeau, 
Bureau, Glosier, Northup, Trudel, 
Campbell, Guevremont, Pdquet, Vidal, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Kingston), Pelletier, Wark, 
Chapais, Haviland, Penny, Wilmot. 
Cochrane, . Haythorne, 

PRAYERS 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House a communication from the 


Governor General's Secretary. 
The same was then read by the Olerk, and is as follows : — 


GovERNOR GENERAL'S OFFICE, . 
Ottawa, ith February, 1878. 


Sir,—I have the honour to inform you that His Excellency the Governor 
General will proceed to the Senate Chamber, to formally open the Session of the 
Dominion Parliament, on Friday, the 8th instant, at three o'clock. 

I have the honor to be, Sir, 
Your most obedient servant, 
E. G. P. Lirrieton, 
Governor General's Secretary. 


The Honorable 
The Speaker of the Senate. 
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The House was adjourned during pleasure. 
After some time the House was resumed. 


His Excellency the Right Honorable Sir Frederic Temple, Earl of Dufferin, 
Viscount and Baron Clandeboye, of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the Peerage of 
the United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye, of Ballyleidy and Killeleagh, in 
the County Down, in the Peerage of Ireland, and a Baronet, Knight of the Most 
Llustrious Order of Saint Patrick, Knight Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished 
Order of Saint Michael and Saint George, and Knight Commander of the Most 
Honorable Order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, and Vice-Admiral of the 
same, &c., &c., &., being seated in the Chair on the Throne, 

The Honorable the Speaker commanded the Gentleman Usher of the Black Red 
to proceed to the House of Commons and acquaint that House—“It is His Excel- 
lency’s pleasure they attend him immediately in this House,” 

o being come, | ° | 


The Honorable Timothy Warren Anglin, said : 


May rr PLrrase Your ExOELLENOY, — 


The House of Commons have elected me as their Speaker, though I am but little 
able to fulfil the important duties thus assigned to me. 

If in performance of those duties, I should at any time fall into error, I pray 
that the fault may be imputed to me, and not to the Commons, whose servant I am. 


The Honorable the Speaker of this House then said: 


Mr Spraker,—I am commanded by His Excellency the Governor General to 
assure you that your words and actions will constantly receive from him the most 
favorable construction. | 


His Excellency the Governor freneral was then pleased to open the Session by a 
gracious speech to both Houses : 


Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate : | \ . 
Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 


In again summoning you for the despatch of business, [am glad to be able to 
say that nothing beyond the ordinary business of the country requires your 
attendance. | 

It afforded me great pleasure to have had an opportunity, before my departure 
from Canada, of visiting the Province of Manitoba and a portion of the outside 
Territories, which visit I accomplished during last Autumn. I have now had the 
advantage of visiting every Province in the Dominion during the term of my 
government of Canada. 

I am happy to be able to say that the arbitration on the Fishery claims, under 
the terms of the Washington Treaty, has been concluded. An award has been 
made by the Commission of $5,500,000 as compensation to Canada and Newfoundland 
for the use of their Fisheries during the term of the présent Treaty. This amount 
is much less than that claimed by my Government, but having assented to the 
creation of the tribunal for the determination of their value, we are bound A 
sasent to the decision given. | 
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The exhibition of Canadian manufactures and products at Sydney, New South 
Wales, was successfully carried out. I trust that the result will be the opening up 
of a new market for Canadian goods even in so remote a region as the Australasian 
colonies, shipments of Canadian productions having already been made. The 
expenditure will slightly exceed the estimate, but I doubt not the cost to Canada 
will be amply repaid by the extension of her trade. 

” Preparations have been uninterruptedly carried on, during the last six months, 
for securing an ample but select exhibition of Canada’s products and manufactures 
at the great exhibition to be held at Paris during the current year. A further 
estimate will be required to meet the expenditure. His Royal Highness the Prince 
of Wales, as Chairman of the British Commissioners, has assigned a most prominent 
place to Canuda in one of the main Towers, where a Canadian ‘Trophy is now being 
erected. 

A very disastrous fire occurred in June last, in tho City of St. John, which 
caused the destruction of a large portion of the City, jncluding all the public 
buildings owned by the Dominion Goyernment. My Government deemed it 
necessary to contribute $20,000 to assist in relieving the immediate wants of the 
people who were rendered destitute by 80 appalling a calamity. I also sanctioned 
the a propriation of some public money, with which to commence the erection of 
new buildings for the public business, which acts you will be asked to confirm in the 
usual way. 

‘ Darin last summer my Commissioners made another Treaty with the Blackfeet, 
Blood and Piegan Indians, by which the Indian title is extinguished over a territory 
of 51,000 square miles west of Treaty No. 4, and south of Treaty No. 6. The Treaty 
has been made on terms nearly the same as those under Treaty No. 6, though some- 
what less onerous. The entire territory west of Lake Superior to the Rocky Mountains, 
and from the boundary nearly to the 55th degree of North latitude, embracing about 
450,000 square miles, has now been acquired by peaceful negociation with the native 
tribes, who place implicit faith in the honour and justice of te British Crown. 

Early in the past summer a large body of Indians, under Sitting Bull, from the 
United States, crossed into British territory, to escape from the United States troops, 
and have since remained on the Canadian side. 

The United States Government made a friendly but ansuceessfal attempt to induce 
these [ndians to return to their reservations. It is to be hoped that such arrange- 
ments may yet be made as may lead to their permanent and peaceful settlement, and 
thus relieve Canada of a source of uneasiness andja heavy expenditure. 

The surveys of the Pacific Railway have been pressed to completion during the 
ast season. complete instrumental survey of the route, by the valleys of the 
orth. Thompson and Lower Fraser Rivers, has been made with a view to ascertain 

' definitely, whether that route presents more favourable features than the routes 
already surveyed to Dean Inlet and Bute Inlet respectively. It is believed that the 
additional information now obtained will enable my Government to determine which 
route is the most advantageous from Tête Jaune Cache to the sea. Full information 
will be laid before you ut an early day, of the season’s work in this and other direc- 
tions. 

I am happy to be able to congratulate you on the abundant harvest reaped in all 
quarters of the Dominion; and I rejoice that under this and other influences there has 
been some improvement in the Revenue returns, thus indicating, I trust, that the 
commercial depression that has so long afflicted Canada, in common with other coun- 
tries, is passing away. 

My attention has been called to some imperfections in the existing system of 
auditing the Public Accounts, and measure providing for their more thorough and 
effective supervision will be submitted for your consideration. 

The prospect of obtaining, at an early day, greater facilities for reaching the 
North Western Territories and the Province of Manitoba, is sure to attract a larger 
number of settlers every year, and as much of the prosperity of the Dominion depends 
on the rapid settlement of the fertile lands in these Territories, it is desirable and 
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necessary to facilitate such settlement as much as possible. In order to effect this, 
measures will be submitted for your consideration concerning the registration of 
titles, the enactment of a Homestead Law, and the promotion of Railway enterprise 
in districts not toached by the Canada Pacific Railway. 

Your attention will be called to a measure for better securing the independence 
of Parliament. 

Experience has shown that certain changes may advantageous! y be made in the 
departmental arrangements existiug at present. A bill will be submitted to you for 
accomplishing this purpose without increasing the expenditure, or the number of 
Departments. ' | 

It is very desirable that thete should, be uniform legislation in all the Provinces 
respecting the traffic in spirituous liquors. Hitherto that trade has been regulated b 
Provincial laws, or laws existing before the Confederation of the Provinces, althoug 
there has been lately a conflict of authority as to the jurisdiction of the local 
authorities. A bill making the necessary provision will be submitted for your 
consideration. | 

Various measures found necessary for the amendment of existing laws will also 
be submitted for your approval. | 


Gentlemen of the House of Commons : | 
The Estimates for the ensuing year will be laid before you ,at an early day 
They have been prepared with an anxious desire to provide for all the branches of the 
public service and the execution of pressing pablic works within the limits of the 
expected retenue, without increasing the burden of taxation. | 
{ have directed that the Public Accounts of the past financial year shall be laid 
before you. 


His Excellency the Governor General was pleased to retire, and the House of 
Commons withdrew. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott presented to the House a Bill, intituled: ‘An Act 
relating to Railways.” 
The said Bill was read for the first time. 


The Honorable the Speaker reported His Excellency’s speech from the Throne, 
and the same was then read by the Clerk. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was | * 
Ordered, That the House do take into consideration the speech of His Excellency 
the Governor General on Monday next, 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was . 

Ordered, That all Members present daring this Session be appointed a Committee 
to consider the Orders and Customs of this House and Privileges of Parliament, and 
that the said Committee have leave to meet in this House when and as often as thoy 


please 
The following Petitions were brought up, and laid on the Table :— 
By the Honorable Mr. Campbell, —Of tho Merchants Bank of Canada. 


By the Honorable Mr. Miller,—Of Frederick W. Fishwick and others, of the City 
and County of Halifax, in the Province of Nova Scotia. | 
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The Honorable the Speaker presented to the Housc a Return of the Baptisma,. 
Marriages and Burials in the District of Rimouski for the year 1876. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 13.) 


. The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House the Report of the Librarian. 
on the state of the Library. 


The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows : — 


TO THE HONORABLE THE SENATE OF CANADA, IN PARLIAMENT 
ASSEMBLED. 


The Report of the Librarian of Parliament respectfully sheweth,— 


That during the past year continued efforts have been made to render the Law 
division of the Library complete in all its branches; especially in view of the re- 
uirements of the Supreme Court, now in active operation, aa well as for the use and 
hoof of members of the Legislature. Large purchases bave been made since last 
Session in French jurisprudence; and comparatively little now remains to be done to- 
place this important section of the Library upon a proper footing. . 

In order to facilitate reference to the Law Books, and to exhibit the full extent 
of this vaiuable collection, a Classified Catalogue thereof has been prepared, with an 
Alphabetical Index of authors and subjects. This is now in the press, and will be 
ready for distribution in a few days. 

This work will be followed, as soon as possible, by the issue of a similar Cata- 
logue of the Books on Political and Social Science, and Political Economy, which, 
together with the Law Books, will embrace all the works in more immediate demand 
by those who are engaged in the business of legislation. 

Considerable additions have likowise been made to all other sections of the 
Library ; particularly in the French department. Some dissatisfaction was expressed 
last Session by French Canadian Members at the serioas deficiencies which were 
apparent in this portion of the Library. Accordingly, strenuous efforts have been. 
mado to remedy this defect; and a larger sum of money has been expended for: 
French Books during the past year than has been customary of late, but not so as to 
exceed, in the aggregate, the limit of one-third of the Parliamentary grant for the 

urchase of Books for tho‘two past years, which amount has been approved by the 
Joint Library Committee as a suitable and necessary proportion of expenditure for 
French Books. 

A Supplementary Catalogue of the additions of the Library within the year has. 
been printed, but this does not include the numerous works on Law and Legislation, 
which are entered in the Classified Law Catalogue above mentioned. 

The usual Lists of Works deposited under the Copyright Act, and of Donations. 
received within the year, are hereunto appended. 

Amongst these Donations there are some which are deserving of a special 
mention. 

(1.) The original Photographic Picture of the Fancy Dress Bali that took place- 
at Government House in February, 1876, which has been generously presented to. the- 
Library by His Excellency the Governor General. This is a beautiful memento ot a. 
memorable event in Canadian social life, and an historical record of permanent 
interest, not only of the individuals who took part thereiv,*but of the characters. 
they severally assumed. 

In making this costly and beautiful gift, Lord Dufferin has expressed a hope that 
it may “prove the precursor of many another artistic donation to the Art 
“ Treasures of the Dominion, and a first step towards the establishment of a 
‘‘ National Portrait Gallery.” Your Librarian would venture to re-echo this desire, 
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and to solicit, on behalf of all students and lovers of the Fine Arts in Canada, the 
judicious liberality of Parliament to aid in cultivating a sound and enlightened taste, 
throughout the Dominion, in this particular. A smal! annual grant, to be expended: 
in the purchase of choice productions by native artists, would be a much appreciated 
boon, and a stimulus to native talent in this direction. 

(2.) Through the.good offices of Mr. Hiward Allen, our London agent, the 
Li has become the fortunate possessor of one of a limited numbor of issues of a 
great literary curiosity, namely, a copy of the Holy Bible, printed from type 
previously set up, bound and forwarded from Oxford to London, in the space of twelve 
consecutive hours. This wonderful achievement was performed in commemoration 
of the 400th anniversary of the introduction of printing into England by William 
Caxton, and it is a striking memorial of the triumph and consummation of the arts 
of printing and binding since that epoch. 

(3.) Another literary treasure of much int-insic value, recently presented to the 
Library, is a copy of the annotated Catalogue of all the works printed in relation to 
America, between the years 1482 and 1601, and which are to be found in the private 
Library of the late John Carter Brown, of Providence, R.I. This catalogue of a most 
precious and anique collection, was printed for private circulation only, in the most 
sumptuous style, and is enriched by bibliographical notes from the pen of the Hon. 
John Russell Bartlett, an accomplished American scholar, and with fac similes of 
original title pages of some of the rarest books on America. This catalogue is so 
highly prized by collectors, that a copy of it has been known to fetch $32§ at a Book 
auction. The Library is indebted tothe widow of Mr. John Carter Brown for this 
interesting volume. 

In the last Report, the number of volumes then in the Library was estimated at 
ae Se About 4,988 volumes have been added within the year, making a total of 
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All which is respectfully submitted. 


ALPHEus Topp, 
Librarian of Parliament. 


Lrsnary oy PARLIAMENT, - 
February 6th, 1878. 


(For list of Copyrights and Donations, &e., vide Sessional Papers, No. 11.) 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. | 
Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 


Honorable Mr. Montgomery, 
The House adjourned until Monday next at Three o'clock in the afternoon. 
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Monday, 11th February, 1878. — 
The Members convened were 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs .. 


Aikins, “ Cormier, Kaulbach, Power, 
Alexander, Dever, Leonard, Pozer, 
Allan, Dickey, Lewin, Read, 
Armand, Dumouchel, McDonald, Reesor, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, Mc Master, Scott, 
Bellerose, Ferguson, Macfarlane, Seymour, 
Benson, Ferrier, Macpherson, Simpson, 
Botsford, Girard, Miller, Skead, 
Bourinot, Glasier, Montgomery, Stevens, 
Bureau, Grant, Northup, Sutherland, 
Campbell, Guevremont, Odell, Thibaudeau, 
Chafers, Hamilton (Kingston), Pdquet, Vidal, 
Chapais, Haviland, Pelletier, Wark, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Penny, Wilmot. 
PRAYERS: 


The following Petition was brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Thibaudeau,—Of the Stadacona Fire and Life Insurance 
Company. | 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of His Excellency’s 
Speech from the Throne at the opening of the Session, | 

The Honorable Mr. Thibaudeau moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Lewin, 

That the following Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General 
to offer the respectful thanks of this House to His Excellency for the gracious Speech 
which His Excellency has been pleased to make to both Houses of Parliament, 
namely :— 

To His Excellency the Right Honorable Sir Frepraic TemPLe, Earl of Dufferin, 
Viscount and Baron Clandeboye, of Clandeboye, in the County Down in the Peerage 
of the United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye, of Ballyleidy and Killeleagh, in 
the County Down, in the Peerage of Ireland, and a Baronet, Knight of the Most Illus- 
trious Order of Saint Patrick, Knight Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished Order 
of Saint Michael and Saint George, and Knight Commander of the Host Honorable 
Order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, and Vice-Admiral of the same. 


May 17 PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY : 


We, Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects, the Senate of Canada, in Parlia- 
ment assembled, respectfully thank Your Excellency, for your gracious Speech at the 
opening of this Session. | 

We rejoice with Your Excellency that in again summoning us for the despatch 
of business, Your Excellency is able to say that nothing beyond the ordinary business 
of the country requires our attendance. 


2 
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We are glad that Your Excellency had an opportunity before your departure 
from Canada of visiting the Province of Manitoba and a portion of the outside 
Territories, which visit Your Excellency accomplished during last Autumn. Your 
Kxcellency has now had the advantage of visiting every Province in the Dominion 
during the term of your government of Canada. 

e are beppy to be informed that the arbitration on the Fishery Claims, nnder 
the terms of the Washington Treaty, has been concluded, and that an award has been 
made by the Commission of $5,500,000 as compensation to Canada and Newfoundland 
for the use of their fisheries during the term of the present treaty. Though this 
amount is much less than that claimed by Your Fixcellency’s Government, we agree 
with Your Excellency that having assented to the creation of the tribunal for the 
determination of their value, we are bound loyally to assent to the decision given. 

We rejoice to know that the exhibition of Canadian manufactures and products 
at Sydney, New South Wales, was successfully carried out. We trust that the result 
will be the opening up of a new market for Canadian goods even in so remote.a 
region as the Australasian colonies, shipments of Canadian productions having 
already been made. Though the expenditure may exceed the estimate, we doubt not 
the cost to Canada will be amply repaid by the extension of her trade. 

It gives us great pleasure so learn that preparations have been uninterruptedly 
carried on, during the last six months, for securing an ample but select exhibition of 
Canada’s products and manufactures at the great exhibition to be held at Paris during 
the current year. We are prepared to concur in aay farther grant that may be 
required to meet the expenditure. That His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales, as 
Chairman of the British Commissioners, has assigned a prominent place to Canada ia 
one of the main Towers, where a Canadian Trophy is now being erected, we are also 
very glad to hear. 

e regret to know that a very disastrous fire occurred in June last in the City of 
St. John, which caused the destruction of a large portion of the City, including all the 

ublic buildings owned by the Dominion Government. Your Excellency’s Government 
ving deemed it necessary to contribute $20,000 to assist in relieving the immediate 
wants of the people who were rendered destitute by so appalling u calamity, and 
Your Excellency having also sanctioned the a propriation of some public money, with 
which to commence the erection of new buildings for the public business, we shall be 
ready to do our part towards confirming those acts in the usual way. 

We are glad to learn from Your Excellency that during last summer Your Excel- 
lency’s Commissioners made another Treaty with the Blackfeet, Blood and Piegan 
Indians, by which the Indian title is extinguished over a territory of 51,000 square 
miles west of Treaty No. 4, aud south of Treaty No. 6, that the Treaty has been 
made on terms néarly the same as those under rfreaty No. 6, though somewhat less 
onerous; and that the entire territory west of Lake Superior to the Rocky Mountains, 
and from the boundary nearly to the 55th degree of North latitude, embracing about 
450,000 square miles has now been acquired by peaceful negotiation with the native 
tribes, who place implicit faith in the bonour end justice of the British Crown. 

We thank Your Excellency for the important information that early in the past 
summer a large body of Indians, under Sitting Bull, from the United Siates, crossed into 
British territory to escape from the United States troops, and have since remuined on 
the Canadian side, and that the United States Government made a friendly but unsuc- 
cessful attempt to induce these Indians to return to their reservations. We agree with 
Your Excellency in hoping that such arrangements muy yet be mado as may lead to 
their permanent and peaceful settlement, and thus relieve Canada of a source of un- 
easiness and a heavy expenditure. | 

It affords us great satisfa:tion to be informed that the Surveys of the Pacific Rail- 
way have been pressed to completion during the past season ; that a complete instru- 
mental survey of the route, by the valleys of the North Thompson and Lower Fraser 
Rivers, has been made, with a few to ascertain definitely whether that route presents 
more favorable features than the routes already surveyed to Dean Inlet and Bute Inlet 
respectively ; and thatit is believed that the additional information now obtained will 
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enable Your Excellency’s Governmert to determine which route is the most advan- 
tageous from Tête Jaune Cache to the sea. We thank Your Excellency for the'pro- 
mise that full information will be laid before us at an early day of the season’s work 
in this and other directions. | 

We accept with thankfulness Your Excellency’s congratulations on the abundant 
harvest reaped in all quarters of the Dominion ; and we rejoice with Your Excellency 
that, under this and other influences, there has been some improvement in the Reve- 
nue returns, thus indicating, we also trust, that the commercial depression that has 
so long afflicted Canada, in common with other countries, is passing away. 

Your Excellency having been pleased to inform us that your attention has been 
called to some imperfections in the existing system of auditing the Public Accounts, 
and that a measure providing for their more thorough and effective supervision will 
be submitted for our consideration, we beg leave to say that we shall not fait care- 
fully to consider such measure. | 

We agree with Your Excellency in thinking that the prospect of obtaining, at 
an early day, greater facilities for reaching the North-Western Territories and the 
Province of Manitoba is sure to attract a larger number of settlers every year ; and 
that, as much of the prosperity of the Dominion depends on the rapid settlement of 
the fertile lands in those Ferritories, it is desirable and riecessary to facilitate such 
aetilement as much as possible. We beg leave to assure Your Excellency that our 
most earnest and careful attention will be given to the measures which Your Excel- 
leucy has been pleased to inform us will, in order to effect this, be submitted for our 
consideration concerning the registration of titles, the enactment of Homestead Law, 
and the promotion of Railway enterprise in districts not- touched by the Canada 
Pacific Railway. | 

We shall also carefully consider the measure tor better securing the independence 
of Parliament, to which Your Excellency has been pleased to inform us that our 
attention will be called. 

We thank Your Excellency for drawing our attention to the fact that experience 
has shown that certain changes may advantageously be made in the departmental ar- 
rangements existing at present. The bill tor accomplishing this purpose without 
increasing the expenditure, or the number of departments, which Your Excellency 
has been pleased to say will be submitted to us, will not fail to receive our most 
attentive consideration. | | 

We concur with Your Excellency in the opinion that it is very desirable that 
there should be uniform legislation in all the Provinces respecting the traffic in 
spirituous liquors. Hitherto, that trade has been regulated by Provincial laws, or 
laws existing before the Confederation of the Provinces, although there has been lately 
a conflict of authority as to the jurisdiction of the local authorities. The bill making 
the necessary provision which Your Excellency has been pleased to say will Le 
submitted for our consideration, will meet with careful attention from as. 

And Your Excollency may depend upon the careful attention and consideration 
of this House being given to the various measures found necessary for the amendment 
of existing laws which Your Excellency is pleased to intimate will also be submitted 
for our approval. 


After Debate, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Macpherson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Macfarlane, it was 

Ordered, That farther Debate on the said motion be postpuned until to-morrow. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the — 
Honorable Mr. Montgomery, 
The House adjourned. 
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Tuesday, 12th February, 1878, 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speakcr. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikina, Dever, . Kaulbach, Power, L 

Alexander, Dickey, Leonard, Pozer, ; 
ickson, Lewin, Read, 

Baillargeon, , Me Donald, , Reesor, 

Bellerose, Fabre, McMaster Scott, 

Benson, Ferguson, Macfarlane, ymour, ; 

Botsford, Ferrier, Macpherson, Simpson, 

Bourinot, Girard, Miller, Skead, 

Bureau, ‘ Giasier, Montg ) Stevens, 

Campbell, Grant, Northup, Sutherland, 

Chaffers, Guevremont, Onell, Thibaudeau, 

Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Pdquet, Vidal, 

Cochrane, Haviland, . Pelletier, Wark, 

Cormier Haythorne, Penny, \ Wilmot. 

Cornwall, 

PRAYERS 


The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Aikins,—Of Messrs. A. & H. Burns and others, Manufac- 
turers of Soda Water, in the City of Toronto, and elsewhere in the Province of 
tario. 


By the Honorable Mr. Campbell,—Of the Honorable Sir Alexander Galt, K.C.M.G., 
and others, all of the City of Montreal. 


. By the Honorable Mr. Cochrane,—Of the American Association of Breeders of 
Short-horns. ; 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were read, viz :— 


Of the Merchants Bank of Canada, praying for an Act reducing the Capital 
Stock of the said Bank to such proportivn of its present subscribed Capital, not 
exceeding seventy-five cents on the dollar thereof as may be deemed necessary under 
reserve of the right of the said Bank to require payment of any portion of such 
subecribed stock as now remains unpaid 


Of Frederick W. Fishwick, and others, of the City and County of Halifax, in the 
Province of Nova Scotia, praying for an Act of Incorporation as an Express Com- 


pany. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the House resumed the adjourned Debate on 
the Honorable Mr. Thibaudeau’s motion, viz. :— 
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That the following Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General 
to offer the respectful thanks of this House to His Excellency for the gracious Speech 
which His Excellency has been pleased to make to both Houses of Parliament, 
namely :— 


To His Excellency the Right Honorable Sir Farpgatc Terre, Earl of Dufferin, 
Viscount and Baron Clandeboyé, of Clandeboye, in the Cotnty Down, in the Peer 
of the United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye, of Ballyleidy and Killeleagh, in 
the County Down, in the Peerage of Ireland, and a Baronet, Knight of the Most Illus- 
trious Order of Saint Patrick, Knight Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished Order 
of Saint Michael and Saint George, and Knight Commander of the Most Honorable 
Order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, and Vice-Admiral of the same. 


May 17 Pigease Your ExCELLENCY : 


We, Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects, the Senate of Canada, in Parlia- 
ment assembled, respectfully thank Your Excellency, for your gracious Speech at the 
opening of this Session. | 

We rejoice with Your Excellency that in again summoning us for the despatch 
Of business, Your Excellency is able to say that nothing beyond the ordinary business 
of the country requires our attendance. 

We are glad that Your Excellency had an opportunity before y-ur departure 
from Canada of visiting the Province of Manitoba and a portion of the outside 
Territories, which visit Your Excellency accomplished during last' Autumn. Your 
Excellency has now had the advantage of visiting every Province in the Dominion 
during the term of your government of Canada, 

We are happy to be informed that the arbitration on the Fishery Claims, under 
the terms of the Washington Treaty, has been concluded, and that un award has been 
made by the Commission of $5,500,000 as compensation to Canada and Newfoundland 
for the, use of their fisheries during the torm of the present treaty. Though this 
amountis much less than that claimed by Your Excellency’s Government, we agree 
with Your Excellency that having assented to the creation of the tribunal for the 
-determination of their value, we are bound loyally to assent to the decision given. 

We rejoice to know that the exhibition of Canadian manufactures and products 
at Sydney, New South Wales, was successfully carried out. We trust that the result 
will be the opening up of a now market for Canadian goods even in so remote a 
region as the Australasian colonies, shipments of Canadian productions having 
already been made. Though the expenditure may exceed the estimate, we doubt not 
the cost to Canada will be amply repaid by the extension of her trade. 

It gives us great pleasure to learn that preparations have been uninterruptedly 
carried on, during the last six months, for securing an ampie but select exhibition of 
Canada's products.and manufactures at the great exhibition to be held at Paris during 
the current year. We are prepared to concur in any further grant that may be 
required to meet the expenditure. That His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales, as 
Chairman of the British Commissioners, has assigned a prominent place to Canada in 
one of the main Towors, where a Canadian Trophy is now being erected, we are also 
very glad to hear. 

e regret to know that a very disastrous fire occurred in June last in the City of 
St. John, which caused the destruction of a large portion of the City, including all the 
ublic buildings owned by the Dominion Government. Your Excellency’s Government 
having deemed it necessary to contribute 820,000 to assist in relieving the immediate 
wants of the people who were rendered destitute by so appalling a calamity, and 
Your Excellency having also sanctioned the appropriation of some public money, with 
which to commence the erection of new building; for the public business, we shall be 
ready to do our part towards confirming those acts in the usual way. 

We are glad. to learn from You~ Excellency that during last summer Your Excel- 
tency’s Commissioners made another Treaty with the Blackfeet, Blood and Piegan 
indians, by which the Indian title is extinguished over a territory of 51,000 square 





as Victoria. 12th FEBRUARY. 29 


qe 
———— 





miles west of Treaty No. 4, and south of Treaty No.6; that the Troaty has been 
made on terms nearly the same as those under Treaty No. 6, though somewhat less 
onerous; and that the entire territory west of Laké Superior to the Rocky Mountains, 
and from the boundary nearly to the 55th degree of North latitude, embracing about 
450,000 square miles, now been acquired by peaceful negociation with the native 
tribes, who place implicit faith in the honour and justice of the British Crown. 

We thank Your Excellency for the important information that early in the past 


summer a large body of Indians, under Sitting Bull, from the United States, crossed into 
British territory to escape from the United States troops, and have since remained on 
the Canadian side, and that the United States Government made a friendly but unsuc- 
ceasful attempt to induce these Indians to return to their reservations. We agree with 
Your Excellency in hoping that such arrangements may yet be made as may lead to 
their permanent and peaceful settlement, and thus relieve Canada of a source of 
uneasiness and a heavy expenditure. 

It affords us great satisfaction to be informed that the Surveys of the Pacific Rail- 
way have been pressed to completion during the past season; that a complete instru- 
mental survey of the route, by the valleys of the North Thompson and Lower Fraser 
Rivers, has been made, with a view to ascertain definitely whether that route presents 
more favourable features than the routes already surveyed to Dean Inlet and Bute Inlet 
respectively; and that it is believed that the additional information now obtained will 
enable Your Excellency’s Government to determine which route is the most advan- 
tageous from Téte Jaune Cache to the sea. We thank Your Excellency for the pro- 
mise that full information will be laid before us at an early day of the season’s work 
in this and other directions. 

We accept with thankfulness Your Excellency’s congratulations on the abundant 
harvest reaped in all quarters of the Dominion; and we rejoice with your 
Excellency, that under this and other influences there has been some improvement 
in the Revenue returns, thus indicating, we also trust, that the commercial depression 
that has so long afflicted Canada, in common with other countries, is passing away. 

Your Excellency having been pleased to inform us that your attention “has been 
called to some imperfections in the existing system of auditing the Public Accounts, 
and that a measure providing for their more thorough and effective supervision will 
be submitted for our consideration, we beg leave to say that we shall not fail 
carefully to consider such measure. 

We agree with Your Excellency in thinking that the prospect of obtaining, at , 
an early day, greater facilities for reaching the North Western Territories and the 
Province of Manitoba is sure to attract a larger number of settlers every yoar; and 
that, as much of the prosperity of the Dominion depends on the rapid settlement of 
the fertile lands in those Territoriea, it is desirable and necessary to facilitate such 
settlement as much as possible. We beg leavo to assure ‘Your Excellency that our 
most earnest and careful attention will be given to the measures which Your Excel- 
lency has heen pleased to inform us will, in order to effect this, be submitted for our 
consideration concerning the registration of titles, the enactment of a Homestead Law, 
and the Promotion of Railway enterprise in districts not touched by the Canada 
Pacific Railway. 

We shall also carefully consider the measure for better securing the independence 
of Parliament, to which Your Excellency has been pleased to inform us that our 
attention will be called. | 

We thank Your Excellency for drawing our attention to the fact that experience 
has shown that certain changes may advantageously be made in the departmental ar- 
rangements existing at present. The bill for accomplishing this Purpose, without 
increasing the expenditure, or the number of departments, which Your Excellency 
has been pleased to say will be submitted to us, will not fail to receive our most 
attentive considerstion. 

We concur with Your Excellency in the opinion that it is very desirable that 
there should be uniform legislation in all the Provinces respecting the traffic in 
spirituous liquors. Hitherto that trade has been regulated by Provincial laws, or 
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laws existing before the Confederation of the Provinces, although there has been lately 
a conflict of authority as to the jurisdiction of the local authorities. The bill making 
‘the necessary provision which Your Excellency has been pleased to say will be 
submitted for our consideration, will meet with careful attention from us. 

And Your Excellency may depend upon the careful attention and consideration 
-of this House being given to the various mdasures found necessary for the amendment 
-of existing laws which Your Excellency is pleased to intimate will also be submitted 
for our approval. | 


After Debate, 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was unanimously 
, resolved in the affirmative. - 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
‘General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Wark, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
McDonald, | | 
The House adjourned. 





Wednesday, 13th February, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Atkins Cornwall, Haythorne, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, Power, 
Dickey, Leonard, ozer, 
Baillargeon, Dickson, Lewin, ’ 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, McDonald, Reesor 
Benson Fabre, Mc Master, Scott, 
Botsford, Ferguson, Macfarlane, . eymour, 
Bourinot, Ferrier, Macpherson, Simpson, 
Bureau, Girard, Miller, Skead, 
Campbell, Glasier, Montgomery, Stevens, 
Chaffers, Grant, Northup, Sutherland, 
Chapais, Guévremont, Odell, Vi 
Chinic, Hamilton (Kingston), Päquet, Wark, 
Cochrane, Haviland, Pelletier, Wilmot. 
Cormier, 
PRAYERS 


The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid on the Table: — 


By the Honorable Mr. Bureau,—Of the Reverend J. Dequoi, Curé of St. Michel 
Archange, and others, of the County of Napéerville, in the Province of Quebec, 
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By the Honorable. Mr. Mc Master,—Of the Reverend Robert Alexander Fyfe, and 
others, of the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec. | 


By the Honorable Mr. Read,—Of John Stewart, of the City of Kingston, in the 
Province of Ontario. - | 


By the Honorable Mr. Pelletier,—Of the Quebec Fire Insurance Company. 


By the Honorable Mr. Penny,—Of George F. Johnston, of the City of Montreal, in 
the Province of Quebec. , | 


. By the Honorable Mr. Simpson,—Of ‘David Fisher, of the City of Toronto, in the 
Coun of York, and Jane Malvina Draper, of the Town of Whitby, Widow, Province 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petition was read :— 


Of the Stadacona Fire and Life Insurance Oompany ; praying for an Act toamend — 
the Act of incorporation of the said Company, authorizing the reduction of its 
capital stock, and for other purposes. 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House the following certificate from 
the Clerk of the Senate :— 


Orrick OF THE CLERK OF THE SENATE, 
Wednesday, 13th February, 1878. 


In the matter of George F. Johnston's Petition for a Bill of Divorce. 
I hereby cortify that I have received from the Petitiener the fee of two hundred 
‘Gollars, in accordance with the 83rd Rule of this House. © | 


Rozzer LeMore, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


+ 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House, —A List of the Shareholders 
of La Banque Nationale made up tv the 16th April, 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 15.) 


The Honorable Mr. Pelletier, Minister of Agriculture, presented to the House 
‘Tables of the Trade and Navigation of the Dominion of Canada for the fiscal year 
endiog 30th June, 1877. 

And also.the Report of the Minister of Agriculture for the Dominion of 
Canada fo: the calendar year 1877. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on.the Table, and they are as follow :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, Nos. 2 and 9.) 


The Honorabie Mr. Bureau moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
raying that he will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, copies of all 
ocuments and pleadings relating to the questions decided by the award rendered at 

Hakfazx, on the subject of the indemnity of five million five hundred thousand 
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dollars, under the Treaty of Washington, particularly the twenty-second and twenty- 
third articles of that Treaty, and all copies of all letters and despatches between Her 
Majesty’sGovernment and those of the United States of America and of Canada on the 
same subject since the rendering of the award. 
| The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was ‘ 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excelloncy the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Miller moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, all surveys and 
reports made by any Government Engineer within the last six years, in relation to 

the breakwater at West Arichat, in the Island of Cape Breton. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was ; 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


Honorable Mr. Montgomery, 


Then, oa motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton ( Kingston), seconded by the 
The House adjourned. | | 





Thursday, 14th February, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Atkins, Cormier, Haythorn, Penny, 
Alexander, Cormoall, Kaulbach, Power, 
Arma Dever, Leonard, Pozer, 
Baillargeon, Dickey, Lewin, Read, 
Bellerose, Dickson, McDonald Reesor, 
Benson Dumouchel, Mc Master, Scott, 
Botsford, Fabre, Macfarlane, ) 
Bourinot, erguson, Macpherson, Simpson, 
Brown, Ferrier, Miller, Skead, 
Bureau, Girard, Montgomery, Stevens, 
Campbell, Glasier, . Northup, Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Grant, Odell, Vidal, 
Chapais, Guévremoni, Pdquet, Wark, 
Chinic, Hamilton (Kingston), Pelletier, Wilmot. 
Cochrane, Haviland, 
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The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Aikins,—Of Hugh Hunter, of the Township of Egremont, in 
the County of Grey and Province of Ontario. 


By the Honorable Mr. Campbell,—Of John Walker, and others, of London and 
Toronto, in the Province of Ontario. 


By the Honorable the Speaker,—Of Margaret Jones, President, and Bella 
Lightbody, Secretary, of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union, of the City of 
Brantford, in the Province of Ontario. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were read, viz:— 


Of A. & H. Burns, and others, Manufacturers of Soda Water in the City of 
Toronto and elsewhere in the Province of Ontario; praying for the passing of an 
Act authorizing the Petitioners to rezister in a proper office a description of the 
mames or marks stamped upon their bottles, and making it unlawful for any person 
to traffic in bottles so marked without the consent of the rightful owner. 

| 

Of the Honorable Sir Alexander Galt, K.C.M.G., and others, all of the City of 

Montreal ; praying for an Act of Incorporution as ‘“ The Dominion Company.” 


Of the American Association of Breeders of Short Horns; praying for the 
abolition of Duties upon Live Stock other than thoroughbred into Canada. 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A List of Shareholders of 
the Eastern Townships Bank, made up to the 2nd January, 1878. 
Ordered, That the same do lie op the Table, and it is as follow ;: — 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 15.) 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House the following certificate from 
tho Clerk of the Senate :— 


OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF THE SENATE, 
Thursday, 14th February, 1878. 


In the matter of Hugh Hunter’s Petition for a Bill of Divorce. 
I hereby certify that I have received from the Petitioner the fee of two hundred. 
dollars, in accordance with the 83rd Rule of this House. , 
Rosert LEMOINE, 
Clerk of. the Senate. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 


The Honorable Mr. Miller moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that he will be pleased to Jay before this House, a statement shewing the 
amount of money expended during the past year on the L’Ardoise Breakwater in the 
Island of Cape Breton, and the mode of such expenditure with the authority therefor. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
‘General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Montgomery, | 
The House adjourned. 
C 
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Friday, loth: February, 1878. 
- The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 
The Honorable Messieurs 
Atkins, Cornwall, Kau! bach, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever, Leonard, Power, 
Armand, Dickey, Lewin, Pozer, 
Baillargeon, Dickson, McClelan Read, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, McDonald, Reesor, 
Benson, Fabre, Mc Lelan, Scott, 
Botsford, Ferguson, Mc Master, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Ferrier, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Brown, Girard, Macpherson Skead, 
Bureau, Glasier, Miller, Stevens, 
Chaffers, Grant, Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Chapais, Guévremont, Northup, Vidal, 
Chinic, Hamilton (Kingston), Odell, Wark, 
Cochrane, Haviland, Pdquet, Wilmot 
Cormier, Haythorne, 


PRAYERS 


Pelletier 


The following Potitions were severally brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. McMaster,—Of the Dominion Grange Mutual Fire 
Insurance Association. 


By the Honorable Mr. Sk 
Railway Company. 


ead,—Of the Montreal and City of Ottawa Junction 


By the Honorable Mr. Baillargeon,—Of Louis Bourget, President, and others, 
Directors of the Mutual Building Society. 


By the Honorable the Speaker,—Of James Weyms and Joseph N. Johnston, of the 
City of Brantford, in the Province of Ontario. | 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were read, viz. :— 


Of the Reverend J. Deguoi, Curé of the Parish of St. Michel Archange, and others, 





of the County of Wapierville, Province of Quebec ; complaining that the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company fails to fulfill the duties and obligations of the former Champlain 
Railway Company imposed upon said Grand Trunk Railway Company by the Act 
20th Victoria, Cap. 142, and praying that an Act may be passed to secure the good 


working of Railways in Canada. — 


Of the Reverend Robert Alexander Fyfe, and others, praying for tho Incorporation 
of the Regular Baptist Foreign Missionary Society of Ontario and Quebec. 


Of John Stewart, of the City of Kingston, praying for the passing of an Act to 
give jurisdiction to the Court of Queen’s Bench of Ontario,to make an order for the 


ce 
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repayment to the said John Stewart of the sum of one thousand dollars, deposited by 
him with his Pofition against the return of the Right Honorable Sir John A. Mac- 


donald. 


Of the Quebec Fire Assurance Company, praying for amendments to ‘its Act of 
Incorporation. 


Of David Fisher, of the City of Toronto, in the County of York, and Jane Mal- 
vina Draper, of the Town of Whitby, in the Province of Ontario, Executor and Execu 
trix of the will of the late Chester Draper, of the said Town of Whitby, praying for 
an Act to enable them to sell and dispose of the property and franchise of the Port 
Whitby Harbour Company belonging to the estate of the late Chester Draper. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Bureau, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Chaffers, 


it was 

Ordered, That the Petition of the Reverend J. Dequoi, Curé of the Parish of St. 
Michel Archange and others, of the County of Napierville, Province of Quebec, be 
printed for the use of Members. | : 


The Honorablo Mr. Lewin presented to.the House,—A List of the Shareholders of 
the Bank of New Brunswick, dated 17th January, 1878.  - 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follow :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 18.) 


The Order of the Day being read for the reading of the Petition of George F. 
Johnston, of the City of Montreal, in the Province of Quebec, praying for the passing 
of an Aot to dissolve his marriage with Charlotte Elsie McArthur. 

The Honorable Mr. Penny presented to the House certain papers, the Return of 
Service and the notice for Bill of Divorce. 

The latter papers were thon read by the Clerk, as follow :— 


CANADA, 
Province of Quebec, 
District of Montreal.: 

I, Hedard E. Mercier, of the City and District of Montreal, one of the sworn 
bailiffs of the Superior Court for Lower Canada, now the Province of Quebec, being 
duly sworn, make oath and say as follows .— 

1. That I did, between the hours of six and seven of the clock in the afternoon 
of Thursday, the twenty-first day of June instant (one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-seven) personally serve Charlotte Elsie McArthur, the wife of George Froth- 
ingham Johnston, of the said City of Montreal, Clerk, with a duplicate of the hereunto 
annexed notice of application for a divorce, and of the notice thereto attached, by 
leaving the same with the said Charlotte Elsie McArthur, at the dwelling-house of 
her father in the said City of Montreal. 

>. Before I served the said Charlotte Elsie McArthur, I told her that I now 
serve her with duplicates of the said notice of application, and of the notice thereto 
attached at tho instance of her husband, and at his request. She said she did not 
care. I have known the said Charlotte Elsie McArthur for the last two or three 

ears. | 
> And I have signed. 
° (Signed) M. E. Merorer, B. L. C. 
Sworn before me at the City of ) 

Montreal aforesaid, the twenty- | | 

third day of Juno, one thousand Fees $1.00. 

eight hundred and seventy-seven, 

C. P. Davipson, 
A Commissioner for taking affidavits in the Province of Quebec. for use in the Pro- 
vince of Ontario. 
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66 A.” 
Province of Quebee, | 
District of Montrea!. f To Wir: 


To Dame Charlotte Elsie McArthur, of the City of Montreal, in the said District, 
wife of the undersigned George Frothingham Johnston, of the said City of .Wontreal, Clerk. 
Take notice ot the annexed notice of application for Divorce, and that the same 
is published in the Canada Gazette, published at Ottawa, and will further be published 
in the Weekly Gazette and the Wee y Minerva, published at the said City of Montreal. 
Dated at the said City of Montreal, this twelfth day of June, A.D. 1877. 


GEORGE FRoTHINGUAM JUHNSTON. 


« B, 


Notice is hereby given that application will be made to the Parliament of Canada 
at.the next Session thereof, by George Frothingham Johnston, of the City of Montreal, 
in the Province of Quebec, Clerk, for a Bill of Divorce from Charlotte Elsie McArthur, 
his wife, of the City of Montreal, aforesaid, on the ground of adultery. | 

Dated at Montreal, the twelfth day of June, 1877. 


GEORGE FROTHINGHAM JOHNSTON. 


The Honorable Mr. Penny moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Odell, 

That the Petition of George Frothingham Johnston, of the City otf Montreal, in 
the Province «f Quebec, praying for an act to dissolve his marriage with Charlotte 
Elsie McArthur, be now read and received. 

Which, being objected to, 

The question of concurrence was put thereon, and the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

The Petition of George Frothingham Johnston was then read and received. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Hodorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the time limited for receiving Petitions for Private Bills e 
extended until Monday the 25th day of February instant. 


The Honorable Mr. Atkins moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Chapais, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excelleacy the Go: crnor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this Ilouxe, copies of all 
specifications on which tenders were invited to construct the Lake Superior and Fort 
Garry sections of the Canadian Pacific Telegraph ; also, copies of all correspondence 
between the Government and persons tendering for the same ; also, copies of all 
contracts fo: the construction of the several portions thereof. 

The quostion of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


On motion of tho Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 
Ordered, That tlo Honorable Messieurs Alexander, Allan, Baillargeon, Bourinot, 
Chapais, Cornwall, Fubre, Ferguson, Haythorne, Miller, Montgomery, Reesor, Ryan, 
Stevens, Trudel and Wilmot, bo appointed a Committee to assist Hix Honor the 
Speaker in the direction of the Library of Parliament, so far as the intcrests of this 
ouse are concerned ; and to act on behalf of this House as Members of a Joint 
Committee of both Houses on the Lnbrary. 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 
Ordered, That the Honorable Messieurs Aikins, Alexander, Allan, Benson, Brown, 
Bureau, Campbell, Chapais, Chinic, Dickey, Ferguson, Ferrier, Hamilton (Kingston), 
Hope, Howlan, Kaulbach, Leonard, Lewin, McClelan (Hopewell), McDonald (Toronto), 
McMaster, Macdonald ( Victoria), Macpherson, Montgomery, Pdquet, Pelletier, Price, 
Reesor, Ryan, Scott, Simpson, Skead, Smith, Stevens, Sutherland, Thibaudeau, Vidal, 
and Wilmot, be appointed a Committtee on Banking, Commorce and Railways, for 
the present Session, to whom shall be referred all Bulls on thoso subjects. 





On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 
Ordered, That the Honorable Messieurs Aikins, Alexander, Armand, Botsford, 
Brown, Campbell, Carrall, Chaffers, Cormier, Dickey, Dickson, Dumouchel, Girard, Grant, 
Hamilton (Inkerman), Leonard, McClelan (Hopewell), McDonald, (Toronto), McLelan 
Gondonderrs), Macfarlane, Macpherson, Miller, Muirhead, Pdyuet, Pelletier, Penny, 
ozer, Read, Ryan, Scott, Seymour, Skead, Smith, Thibaudeau and Wilmot, be 
appointed a Committee to examine and report upon the Contin;;ont Accounts of the 
Senate for the present Session. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the Honorable Messieurs Aikins, Allan, Archibald, Armand, Bellerose, 
Botsford, Bourinet, Oornwall, Dever, Dickson, Ferrier, Flint, Girard, Glasier, Grant, 
Guévremont, Haviland, Haythorne, Hope, Macfarlane, Miller, Montgomery, Northup, 
Odell, Pâquet, Pelletier, Power, Pozer, Scott, Trudel and Vidal, be appointed a Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders and Private Bills, with power to examine and enquire into 
all such matters and things as may be referred to the said Committee, to report frum 
time to time their vb»ervations and opinions thereon, and to send for pereons, papers 
and records. 


On motion of tho Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
at was 

Resolve’, That the Honorable Messieurs Aikins, Bellerose, Bureau, Carrall, Cochrane, 
Fabre, Ferrier, Haythorne, McLelan ( Londonderry), Macfarlane, Penny, Reesor, Scott, 
Simpson and Wark, be appointed a Committee to superintend the Printing of this 
House during the present Session, and be instructed to act on behalf ot this House 
with the Committee of the House of Commons, as a Joint Committee of both Houses, 
on the subject of Printing. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 
Ordered, That the Honorable Messxieurs Aikins, Alexander, Brown, Bureau, Camp- 
bell, Dickey, Macpherson, Miller, Pelletier, Penny, Power, Scott and Wilmot, be appointed 
a Committee to enquire into the best means to be adopted to obtain correct Reports 
of the Debates and Proceedings of tho Sonate, and for the publication of the same, 
and to report from time to time their views to the House. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 


Honorable Mr. Montg , 
The House adjourned until Monday next at Three o’clock in the afternoon. 
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Monday, 18th February, 1878. 
The Members convened were | ’ 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Dever, Kaulbach, Power, 
Alexander, Dickey, Loonard, Pozer, 
Armand, Dickson, Lewin, Read, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McClelan, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Fabre, Mc Donald, Ryan, 
Benson, Ferguson, McLelan, Scott, 
Botsford, ' Ferrier, Mc Master, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Girard, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Brown, Glasier, Miller, Skead, 
Bureau, Grant, Montgomery, . Seevens, 
Chaffers, ; Guévremont, ‘ Northup, Sntherland, 
Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Odell, Trudel, 
Chinic, Haviland, Paquet, Vidal, 
Cormier, Haythorne, Pelletier, Wark, 
Cornwall, Howlan, Penny, Wilmot. 
PRAYERS : 


The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid on the Table :— 
By the Honorable Mr. Dickson,—Of the Canada Southorn Railway Company. 


By the Honorable Mr. Pdquet,—Of Hubert Belisle, and others, Pilots ‘for the 
Ports of Quebec and Montreal. 


By the Honorable Mr. Mc Master,—Of the Municipal Council of the County of 
Grey, in the Province of Ontario. 


By the Honorable Mr. Reesor,—Of the Ontario Mutual Life Assurance Company. 


By the Honorable Mr. Leonard,—Of the Municipal Council of the Town of St. 
Thomas, in the Province of Ontario. 


By the Honorable Mr. Penny,—Of Charles A. M. Globensky, of St. Eustache, in 
the Province of Quebec; and of the Montreal Building Association. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were read :— 


Of John Walker, and others, of London and Toronto, in the Province of Ontario ; 

praying for an Act to allow any Railway Company to cross the tracks of the Grand 

runk Railway Company at such place between John and York Streets, in the City 
ot Toronto, as may be necessary to obtain access to a certain wharf and water-lot. 
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Of Margaret Jones, President, and Bella Lightbody, Secretary of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of the City of Brantford, in the Province of Ontario ; 
praying that during the present Session an Act be passed to amend the Temperance 

ctof 1864. - 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A List of the Shareholders 
of the Quebec Bank, made up to the 3lst December, 1877. 
Also, a List of the Shareholders of Exchange Bank of Canada, made up to the 


12th February, 1878. 
Also, a List of the Shareholders of the Bank Ville Maurie, mado up to the 4th 


February, 1878. | 
And also a List of the Shareholders of The National Investment Company 
(Limited), made up to the 31st December, 1877. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and they are as follow : — 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 15.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House the Official 
Return of the distribution of the Dominion Statutes of Canada, 40th Vic., 4th Session 
3rd Parliament, 1877. ' 

Also, the Annual Report of the Minister of Public Works for the fiscal year, 
Ist July, 1876, to 30th June, 1877, on the Works under his control. 

Also the Tenth Annual Report of the Department of Marine and Fisheries, being 
for the fiscal year ended 30th June, 1877. 
iy also the Public Accounts of Canada for the fiscal year ended 30th June, 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and they are as follow :—. 


( Vide Sessional Papers, Nos. 7, 1 and 5.) 


The Honorable Mr. Pelletier, Minister of Agriculture, presented to the House the 
Report of the Postmaster General for the roar ending 30th June, 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 6.) 


The Order of the Day being read for the reading of the Petition of Hugh Hunter, 
of the Township of Egremont, in the County of Grey and Province of Ontario; praying 
for the passing ofan Act to dissolve his marriage with Catherine McPhee, 

The Honorable Mr. Atkins presented to the House certain papers, the Return of 
Service and the Notice for Bill of Divorce. 

The latter papers were then read by the Clerk as follow :— 


NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR DIVORCE. 


I heroby give notice that I intend to apply to the Parliament of Canada, at the 
next Session thereof, for a divorce from Catherine Hunter, formerly Catherine Mc Phee, 
to whom I was lawfally married—on the ground that said Catherine Hunter is living 
in adultery with one T'ait in the City of Toronto. 

Dated at Egremont, in the County of Grey, this first day of August, A.D., 1877. 


(Signed) HUGH HUNTER. 

Served a copy of this notice on Catherine Hunter, at the Village of Yorkville, 

between the hours of 10 o’clook and 15 past 10 o’clock, a.m., the first day of February, 
| WILKIN B. BUTLER. 
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Exursit ‘ A.” 


This is the exhibit marked “ A” referred to in the affidavit of Wilkin Bromilow 
Butler, hereunto annexed, sworn to before me this 2nd day of February, A.D., 13878. 


EK. M. CHADWICK, 
A Commissioner, &c. 


Canada, 
County of York, 
To wit: 
I Wilkin Bromilow Butler, of the City of Toronto, in the County of York, Land 
Agent, make oath and say :— 


1. On Friday the first day of this present month of February, I did personally 
serve upon Catherine Hunter, the wife of Hugh Hunter, of the Township of Egremont, 
in the County of Grey, Farmer, a notice of application for Divorce, a duplicate whereof, 
in words and figures the same, is hereunto annexed, and now produced and shown to 
me marked “ A.” 

2. The said service was made at the Village of Yorkville, in the house of one Tait, 
with whom the said Catherine Hunter habitually resides. 

3. Whon I served the said notice on the said Catherine Hunter, I told her I did so 
at, the instance of Mr. Hugh Hunter, her husband, and that she could appear to answer 
the application. . 

4. The said Catherine Hunter, read the said annexed notice in my presence and 
appeared clearly to understand the object of the notice which I so served upon her, 
and said that she knew all about the matter it referred to, and that it was all right. 

5. That I know that the person I so served with suid notice is Catherine Hunter 
the wife of the said Hugh Hunter: of Egremont, by reason of the said Catherine Hunter 
havin +s been identified to mé in the month of August last, by James Murdoch, of the 
said lownship of Egremont, who was present as 1 am informed and believe at the 
marriage of the said Hugh and Catherine Hunter. 

6. That at the time of such identification, the said Catherine Hunter, the said Tait 
with whom she was then residing, the said James Murdoch and myself, were all present 
together, and the said Catherine Hunter and said Tait then admitted that she was the 
wife of the said Hugh Hunter, and that she and Tait were living together as man and 
wife, and that two children who were present were her children by the said Tait. 


Sworn before me at the City of Toronto, 
in the County of lork, this second 
day of February, A.D., 1878. 


K. M. CHADWICK, 
A Commissioner, &c. 


Re-sworn before me this 15th day of 


WILKIN B. BUTLER. 


February, A.D., 1878, at the City of 
Toronto, in the County of York. 


JoHN HEDLAM, 
J. P. County of York. 


The Honorable Mr. Aikins moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Odell, 

That the Petition of Hugh Hunter, of the Township of Egremont, in the Coun 
of Grey, and Province of Ontario; praying for the passing of an Act to dissolve his 
marriage with Catherine McPhee, be now read and received, 

Which being objected to, 

The question of concurrence was put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

The Petition of Hugh Hunter was then read and received. 
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The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return 


to an Address to His Excellency the Governor 
ing that His Excellency will require the Grand Trunk Railway Company to- 


ying 
Porvish the following information respecting the freight and 
75 and' 1876, according to 


the Victoria Bridge 


during the years 1 


neral, dated the 6th April, 1877, . 


th 


assenger traffic over 
e following Table : — 


VICTORIA BRIDGE FREIGHT AND PASSENGER TRAFFIC, 1876. 




















12 la |S |& |e) 28/8 | 238 
AILWAY coy.| & | ©, Es | 8 as s | gs Bos 
— cs | oe] & | €! £5 et | ag | 3 
Caus. °¢ FA re sé Che fs ge | 333 
6D | 6 $a | gO! Se | #8 | Sa | SEs 

z z & z Es < Ex Ex 




















| 
Grand Trunk ....... : 
Vermont Central ...... | 


| ft 
= 


South-Eastern........... | 
Montreal & Portland. 


| Avera 
per . 


© ees RE GRR RD EE 


Other Companies... | 


RER Eee | eee) eee 








Totals ..…... oo 





Also the cost of building the Victoria Bridge and the cost of maintenance for 1876. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 24.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House, a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General dated 9th March, 1877, pray- 
ing His Excellency to cause to be laid before this House, copies of all instructions to 
Mr. Fleming, Engineer-in-Chief of the Pacific Railway, on the subject of a series of 
questions, submitted through the Colonial Office to Naval Officers and others, relating 
to certain Harbors in British Columbia and a site for the terminus of the line on the 
Pacific Coast. | 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 

( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 25.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, prosented to the House, a Return to- 
an Address to His Excellency the Govefmor General, dated the 9th April, 1877, pray- 
ing His Excellency to be pleased to cause to be laid before this House : — 

1. Copies of all letters and correspondence between the Government of the 
Dominion of Canada and the Montreal Harbor Commissioners on the subject of the 
refusal of the said Commissioners to allow cars and locomotive engines for the Quebee, . 
Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Railway to pass over the wharves in the Harbor of © 
Montreal, or over any land over which the said Harbor Commissioners claim control, 
from the lst June to the Ist September, 1876. 

2. Copies of all instructions and orders given by the Government of the Dominion 
of Canada to the Montreal. Harbor Commissioners on the subject of the passing of 
cars and locomotive engines for the said Railroad over the said wharves at Montreal, . 
or over any part of the said Harbor over which the said Commissioners claim control,. 
during the same period. 
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3. Copies of all correspondence between the Government of the Dominion of 
‘Canada and that of the Province of Quebec an the same subject, during the same 
period. 
4, Copies of all resolutions, letters, complaints, petitions or other documents 
addressed to the Government of the Dominion of Canada by any citizens of Montreal, 
-or any Aldermen of the City of Montreal, on the same subject, during the same period. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :—~ 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 26.) 


Tho Honorable Mr. Miller moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bourinot, 
That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laïd before this House, all reports, sur- 
veys, plans or alteration of plains, contracts or assignments of contracts, and Orders 
in Council, made within the last two years, in connection with the enlargement of St. 
Peter's Canal, in the Island of Cape Breton. 
The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 
Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the ‘Governor 
: General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


. The Honorable Mr. Miller moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excollency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, copies of all cor- 
respondence between the Post-office Inspector for Nova Scotia and any other. person 
or persons, during the months of November, December and January last past, in 
relation to Mail irregularities between the Post Offices of Arichat, Hawkesbury and 
Antigonish in the suid Province, and all evidence obtained and reports mado by the said 
Inspector in connection with the same. . 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 

. affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the suid Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 

Genoral by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Haythorne moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Montgomery, 
‘That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General,praying 
that he will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a Return specifying :— 

ist. The sums oxpended in repairiog the Steamship Northern Light during the 
year 1877, - 
2nd. The number of passages made by the said Steamship between the Ports of 
Georgetown in Prince Edward Island and Pictou in Nova Scotia. 
3rd. The number of Mails received on board the said Steamship and delivered 
up to the 14th instant. 
4th. The number of Mails which have been despatched for transmission by the 
. said Steamship, but have ultimately been transmitted by some other means. 
Tho question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 
Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
- General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Wark, 
The House adjourned. 
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Tuesday, 19th February, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID.CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Dever, Kaulbach, Power, 
Alexander, Dickey, Leonard, Pozer, 

Dickson, Lewin, Read, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McClelan, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Fabre, McDonald, Ryan, 
Benson, Ferguson, McLelan, Scott, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Mc Master, Si ) 
Bourinot. Girard, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Brown, Glasier, Miller, Skead 
Bureau ant, Montgomery, Stevens, 
-Chaffers, Guévremont. Northup, Sutherland, 
Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Odell, Trudel, 
Chinic, Haviland, Paquet, Vidal, 
Cormier, Haythorne, Peiletier, Wark, 
Cornwall, Howlan, Penny, Wilmot, 

PRAYERS : 


The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid on the Table:— 


By the Honorable Mr. Ferrier,—Of the Grand Trunk Railway Company of 
‘Canada ; and of the Honorable James Ferrier and others. 


By the Honorable Mr. Benson,—Of the Sydenham Harbor Company. 


By the Honorable Mr, Leonard,—Of the Municipal Council of the County of 
Middlesex in the Province of Ontario. 


By the Honorable Mr. Penny,—Of the Brockville and Ottawa Railway Company ; 
and of the Canada Central Railway Company. 


By the Honorable Mr. Vidal,—Of the Honorable A. Vidal, President, and others, 
of the Dominion Alliance for tho suppression of the Liquor Traffic. 


By the Honorable Mr. Trudel,—Of Moise Viau, and others, of Beauharnois ; of 
the Reverend O. Blanchard, and others, of St. Isidore ; of Arsene Vinet, and others, 
©f St. Urban ; and of the National Insurance Company. ; 


By the Honorable Mr. Miller,—Of the Agricultural Mutual Assurance Association 
of Canada. 
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Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were severally read : — 


Of the Dominion Grange Mutual Fire Insurance Association; praying for the 

ing of an Act giving the said Association power to insure the members of the 
Dominion Grange of the atrons of Husbandry of Canada against loss or damage by 
fire in any part of Canada, and to establish, in connection with such Association, a 
Mutual Benefit Branch for the members of said Dominion Grange. 


Act to extend the time for completing the said Railway until the 30th day of April, 
1884, and that such amendments and provisions may be made as the said extension 
of time may render- expedient or necessary. . 


Of the Montreal and City of Ottawa Junction Railway Company : praying for an 
0 


Of the Mutual Building Society of the City of Quebec ; prayin for an Act 
granting them additional powers, and otherwise amending their Actof Incorporation. 


Of James Weyms and Joseph N. Johnston, of the City of Brantford, in the Province 
of Ontario; praying that the Temperance Act of 1864 may be 80 amended as to 
render it more efficient in suppressing the traffic in intoxicating liquors. 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A List of the Shareholders 
of the Canadian Bank of Commerce, Toronto, Ontario, made up to the 12th February, 
1878. 


And also, a Return of the Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the District of 
Beauharnois, in the Province of Quebec, dated the 15th February, 1878. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and they are as follow :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, Nos, 13 and 15.) 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—The Clerk’s Accounts and 
Vouchers for the year 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 


The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committee on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, presented their First Report, recommending the reduction of the quorum of 
the said Committee to Nine Members. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Benson, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


Tho Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committee on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, presented their Second Report. 
Ordered, That it be received, and 


The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


Tos SENATE ComMMITTEE Room, 
19th February, 1878. 


The Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bills have the honor to present 
the following as their Second Report : 


Your Committee have examined the Petition of George F. Johnston, of the City 
of Montreal, in the Province of Quebec, praying for an Act to dissolve his marriage 


| 


| 


| 
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with Charlotte Kise McArthur; and also the Petition of Hugh Hunter, of the Town 
ship of &gremonti, jn the County of Grey, and Province of Ontario, praying for an 
Act to dissolve bis marriage with Catherine McPhee, and tind that the provisions of 
the Seventy-second Rule of this House have been compliel with. ° 


All which is respectfully submitted. 


WILLIAM MILLER, 
| Chairman. 

The Honorable Mr. Penny presented to the House a Bill intituled “ An Act for 
“the relief of George Frothingham Johnston.” 

The said Bill was read for the first timo. 

The Honorable Mr. Penny movéd, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Odell, 

That the said Bill be read a second time on Wednesday, the sixth day of March 
next, and that notice thereof be fixed on the doors of this House, and Senators sum- 
inoned, and that the said George Frothingham Johnston may be heard by his counsel at 
the second reading to make out the truth of the allegations of the said Bill ; and that 
Charlotte Elsie McArthur, or Charlotte Elsie Johnston, may have a copy of the said 
B.il, and that notice be given to her of the said second reading, or sufficient proof 
adduced of the im possibility ef so doing, and that she be at liberty to be heard by 
counsel what she may have to offer against the said Bill, at the same time; that the 
said George Frothingham Johnston do attend this.House on the said sixth day of March 
next, in order to his being examined on the second reading of the said Bill; if the 
House shall think fit whether there has or has not been any collusion directly or 
indirectly on his part relative to any act of adultery that may have been committed 
‘ by his wife, or whether there be any collusion directly or indirectly between him and 
his wife, or any other person or persons touching the said Bill of divorce, or touchi 
any action at law which may have beon brought by him against any person for crimi- 
nal conversation with her, the said wife of the said George Frothingham Johnston ; and 
also whether at the tine of the adultery of which he complains she was by deed or 
otherwise by his consent living separately and apart from and released by him as far 
as in him lay from her conjugal duty, or whether she was at the time of such adultery, 
cohabiting with him, and under the protection and authority of him as her husband. 

' Which being objected to, ; 

The question of concurrence was put thereon, and the same was, on a division, 

resolved in the affirmative. 


The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committee on Starding Orders and Private 
Bille, presented their Third Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


Tae Senate Couuirres Room, 
19th February, 1878. 


The Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bills have the honor to present 
the following as their Third Report : 

Your Committee have examined the following Petitions and find that sufficient 
notice has been given in each case, viz :— . 

Of the Merchants’ Bank of Canada ; praying for an Act reducing the capital 
stock of the said Bank to such proportion of its present subscri capital not 
exceeding seventy-five cents on tho dollar thereof, as may be deemed necessary under 
reserve of the right of the said Bank to require payment of any portion of such 
subscribed stock as now remains unpaid. 

Of the Reverend Robert Alexander Fyfe and others; praying for the incorpora- 
tion of the Regular Baptist Foreign Missionary Society of Ontario and Quebes. 


s 
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Of John Stewart, of the City of Kingston; praying for the passing of an Act to- 
give jurisdiction to the Court of Queen's Bench of Ontario to make an erder for the 
repayment to the said John Stewart of the sum of one thousand dollars, deposited by 
him with his petition against the return of the Right Honorable Sir John A. 
Macdonald. . 

Of the Quebec Fire Assurance Company; praying for amendments to its Act of 
Incorporation, and of David Fisher, of the City of Toronto, in tho County of York, 
and Jane Malvina Draper, of the Town of Whitby, in. the Province of Ontario, 
Executor and Executrix of the will of the late Chester Draper, of the said Town of 
Whitby ; praying for an Act to enable them to sell and dispose of the property and 
franchise of the Port Whitby Harbor Company, belonging to the estate of the late. 
Chester Draper. . ‘ 

Your Committee have also examined the Petition of Frederick W. Fishwick, and 
others, of the City and County of Halifax, in the Province of Nova Scotia; praying 
for an Act of Incorporation as an Express Company, and find the notice insufficient 
in point of time. Your Committee, however, recommend the suspension of the 51st 
Rule in this case, as it will be competent for the Committee to whom the Bill shall be- 
referred to provides that no injury to any party shall arise therefrom. 


All which is respectfully submitted. 
Wiriiam MILLER, 
| Chairman. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Benson, 
it was \ | 

Ordered, That the fifty-first Rule of this House be dispensed with in so far as it 
relates to the Petition of Frederick W. Fishwick, as recommended by the third Report 
of the Co.nmittee on Standing Orders and Private Bills. 


The Honorable Mr. Miller presented to the House a Bill intituled: “An Act to 
“ incorporate the Fishwick's Express and Merchants’ Forwarding Company.” 

The said Bill was read for the first time. . 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Tuesday next. 


The Honorable Mr. McMaster presented to the Housea Bill intituled: “ An Act 
“ to incorporate ‘The Regular Baptist Foreign Missionary Society of Ontario and 
4 Quebec.” 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Tuesday next. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Wark, 
‘The House adjourned. : 
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Wednesday, 20th February, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, : Dever, . Kaulbach, Pozer, 
Alexander, Dickey, ' _ Leonard, Price, 
Armand, Dickson, _: Lewin, Read, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McClelan, Reesor, 
Bellerose, . Fabre, McDonald, Ryan, 
Benson, Ferguson, Mc Lelan, Scott, 
Botsford, Ferrier, McMaster, Seymour, 
Bourinot, ", Girard, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Brown, . Glasier, =~ Miller, Skead, 
Bureau, Grant, Montgomery, Stevens, 
Campbell, Guévremont, ‘: Northup, = Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Inkerman), Odell, Trudel, 
Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Pdquet, Vidal, 
Chinic, — Haviland, : Pelletier, Wark, 
Cormier, Haythorne, — Penny, . Wilmot. 
Cornwall, Howlan, Power, 

PRAYERS : 


The following Petitions were severally brought up, and laid on the Table:— 

By the Honorable Mr. Buredu,—Of John Stringer, and others, of tho Township of 
Storrington, and of the Reverend J. Edouard Perreault, and others, of St. Rémi, in the 
County of Napierville, in the Province of Quebec. | 

By the Honorable Mr. Girard,—Of G. B. Burland, of the City of Montreal. 


By the Honorable Mr. Campbell,—Of the Municipal Council of the County of 
Essex, in the Province of Ontario. | 


‘ Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were severally read : — 


Of the Canada Southern Railway Company, praying for an Act to authorize and 
confirm the scheme of arrangement of the said Railway. 


Of Hubert Belleisle and other licensed Pilots, for piloting between Quebec and 
Montreal; praying for an Act to incorporate licensed Pilots for piloting between 
Quebec and Montreal. 


Of the Municipal Council of the County of Grey, inthe Province of Ontario, pray- 
ing for certain amendments to the Temperance Act of 1864. 


ty 
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Of the Ontario Mutual Life Assuranco Company; praying for an Act of 
Incorporation. 


Of the Municipal Council of the Town of St. Thomas, in the Province of Ontario ; 
praying that the Petition of the Canada Southern Ruilway may be granted only on 
‘ the conditions specified in the said Petition. 


Of Charles A. M. Globensky of St. Hustache, in the Province of Quebec ; praying for 

the passing of an Act to declare that the Act passed during the last Session intituled : 

-4 An Act respecting ‘ La Banque Jacques Cartier’ shall not apply to a certain action 

instituted by the petitioner in the Superior Court in the District of Montreal against 
Romuald Trudeau and others, which action is still pending. 


Of the Montreal Building Association; praying for an Act authorizing the said 
‘Company by such name as shall be conferred upon them ut the present Session of the 
Legislature of the Province of Quebec, to exercise throughout the Dominion of Canada 
the powers usually conferred upon Investment and Loan Companies along with the 
powers vonferred upon them by tho said Legislature, and establishing the rate of 
interest which may be charged by the said Company. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it was ” 

Ordered, That the Order for the second reading, on Tuesday next, of the Bill 
intituled : “An Act to incorporate the Mishwick Express and Merchants’ Forwarding 
‘Company ” be discharged, and that the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. McMaster, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Wilmot, it was 

Ordered, That the Order for the second reading, on Tuesday next, of the Bill 
intituled : “ An Act to incorporate the Regular Buptist Foreign Missionary Society of 
“Ontario and Quebec,” be discharyed, and that the said Bill be read a second time : 
to-morrow. 


The Honorable Mr. Aikins presented to the House a Bill intituled: “ An Act for 
the relief of Hugh Hunter.” 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

The Honorable Mr. Aiking moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard, 

That the said Bill be read a second time on Friday the cighth day of March 
next, and that Notice thereof bo fixed on the doors ot this House, and Senators 
summoned, and that the said Hugh Hunter may be heard by his Counsel at the second 
reading to make out the truth of the allegations of the said Bill; and that Catherine 
Mc Phee or Catherine Hunter may have a copy of said Bill, and that notice be given 
her of the said second reading, or sufficient proof adduced of the impossibility of so 
doing; and that she be at liberty to be heard by Counsel what she may have to offer 

ainst the said Bill at the same time; that the said Hugh Hunter do attend this 

House on the said eighth day of March, in order to his being examined on the second 
reading of the said Bill, if the House shall think fit whether there has or has not 
been any collusion, directly or indirectly, on his part relative to any act of adultery 
that may have been committed by his wife, or whether thore be any collusion, 
directly or indirectly, between him and his wife, or any other person or persons, 
touching the said Bill of Divorce, or touching any action at law which may have 
been brought by him against any person for criminal conversation with her, the said 
Hugh Hunter's wife; and also whether, at the time of the adultery of which he 
complains, she was, by deed or otherwise by his consent, living separatel y and apart 
from, and released by him, as far as in him lay, from her conjugal duty, or whether 
she was, at the time of such adultery, cohabiting with him and under the protection 
and authority of him as her husband. 
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Which boing objected to, . 
The question of concurrence was put thereon, and the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative. 





The Honorable Mr. Power moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Lewin, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that he will be pleased to lay bofore this House, copies of all Orders in Council, 

ports, Recommendations and Correspondence and any other information in the 

possession of the Government relative to the fixing of the headquarters of the Inter- 
colonial Railway at Moncton. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Hxcellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk, in the 
following words :— 


House or Commons, 
Orrawa, 18th February, 1878. 


Resolved, That a Message be sent to the Senate informing their Honors that this 
House has appointed the Hon. Messieurs Blake, Cartwright, Laurier, Mills, Tupper, 
Right Hon. Sir John Macdonald and Messieurs Baby, Blanchet, Brouse, Delorme. 
Fréchette, Higinbotham, Masson, Roscoe, Wright (Ottawa), and Young, to assist Mr. 
Speaker in the direction of the Library of Parliament, so far as the interests of this 
House aré concerned, and to act as Members of a Joint Committee of both House: 
on the Library. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of the House do carry the said Message to the Senate. 


Attest, 
A. PATRIOK, 
Clerk of the Commons. 
And then he withdrew. . 


The Messenger was again called in, and informed that the Senate will send 
~ an answer by a Messenger of their own. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Pelletier, it was 

Ordered, That one of the Masters in Chancery do go down to the House of 
Commons and inform that House that the Senate has appointed the Honorable 
Messieurs Alexander, Allan, Baillargeon, Bourinot, Chapais, Cornwall, Fabre, Ferguson, 
Haythorne, Miller, Montgomery, Reesor, Ryan, Stevens, Trudel, and Wilmot a 
Committee to assist His Honor the Speaker in the direction of the Library of Parlia- 
ment, so far as the interests of this House are concerned, and to act on behalf of this 
House as Members of a Joint Committee of both Houses on the Library, as dosired 
by the House of Commons in their Message roceived this day. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk, in the 
following words :— 


House or Commons, | 
Ortawa, 19th February, 1878. 


Resolved, That a Message be sent to the Sunate requesting that their Honors will 
unite with this House in the formation of a Joint Committee of both Houxes on the 
subject of the Printing of Parliament; and that the Members of tho Select standing 
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Committee on Printing, viz:—Messieurs Bourassa, Bowell, Charlton, Church, Delorme, 
Desjardins, De Veber, Goudge, Lanthier, Ross Middlesex), Ross (Prince Edward), 
Stephenson, Thompson (Haldimand), Trow, and Wallace (Norfolk), will act as Members 
of the said Joint Committee on Printing. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of the House do carry the said Message to the Senate. 


Attest, 


A. PATRICK, 
Clerk of the Commons. 


And then he withdrew. 


The Messenger was again called in, and informed that the Senate will send an 
answer by a Messenger of their own. | 


On motion of the‘ Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr.’ Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That one of the Masters in Chancery do go down to the House of 
Commons and inform that House that the Senate has appointed the Honorable 
Messieurs Atkins, Bellerose, Bureau, Carrall, Cochrane, Fabre, Ferrier, Haythorne, 
McLelan (Londonderry), Macfarlane, Penn , Reesor, Scott, Simpson and Wark, the 
Committee appointed to superintend the rinting of this House during the present 
Session, be instructed to act on behalf of this House with the Committee of the 
House of Commons as a Joint Committee of both Houses én the subject of Printing, 
as desired by the House of Commons in their Message received this day. 


Then, on motion of the Honofable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Montgemery, 
The House adjourned. 





Thursday, 21st February, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 





Aikins, Dickey, Leonard, Pozer, 
Alexander, Dickson, Lewin, ° Price, 
Armand, Dumouchel, McClelan, Read, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, McDonald Reesor, 
Bellerose, Ferguson, McLelan, Ryan, 
Benson, Ferrier, Mc Master, Scott, 
Botsford, Girard, Macfarlane, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Glasier, Miller, Simpson, 
Bureau, Grant, Montgomery, Skead, 
Campbell, Gudvremont, Northup, Stevens, 
Che ffers, Hamilton (Inkerman), Odell, Sutherland, 
Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Paquet, Trudel, 
Chinic, Haviland, Pelletier, Vidal, 
Cormier, Haythorne, Penny, Wark, 
Cornwall, - Howlan, Power, Wilmot. 
Dever, Kaulbach, 


PRAYERS : 
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The following Petitiona were brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Bellerose-—Of the Canada Agricultural Insurance 
Company. | de 


By the Honorable the Speaker,—Of John Kay and H. G. Macpherson, of the 
Village of St. George, in the County of Brant, and Province of Ontario. 


By tho Honorable Mr. T'rudel,--~Of J. Dupuis, M.D., and others, of Chateauguay, 
in the County of Chateauguay,—and of the Reverend'J. Charles Godefroy Gaudin, of 
Ste. Philomène, in the Province of Quebec. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were severally read :— 


Of the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada ; praying for permission to 
establish a Provident or Accident Assurance Fund for the benefit of their Officers 
and Employees, for power to have a duplicate seal in Canada, and for other 


purposes. 


Of the Honorable James Ferrier and others; praying for the passing of an Act to 
revive and amend 33 Vic., Cap. 35, intituled : ‘‘ An Act to incorporate the Montreal 
“and Champlain Junction Railway Company.” 


Of the Sydenham Harbour Company ; praying for certain amendments to its 
Charter, changing the name of the said Company to that of “ The Oshawa Harbour 
Company (Limited),” and for other purposes. 


Of the Municipal Council of the County of Middlesex ; praying that the Tariff 
may be so adjusted as to place the Agriculturalists of Canada on an equal footing 
with those of the United States until the Reciprocity Treaty shall be renewed. 


Of the Brockville and Ottawa Railway Company; praying for the passing of an 
Act to provide for their amalgamation with the Canada Central Railway Company, 
and for other purposes. | 


Of the Canada Central Railway Company ; praying for the passing of an Act to 
provide for their amalgamation with the Brockville and Ottawa Railway Company, 
and for otber purposes. 


Of the Honorable A. Vidal, President, and others, of the Dominion Alliance for 
the suppression of the Liquor Traffic; praying that the Temperance Act of 1861 may 
be amended in certain particulars. 


Of the National Insurance Company ; praying for the passing of an Act to reduce 
and make special assessments of their capital stock. 


Of Moise Viau, and others, of Beauharnois; of the Reverend O. Blanchard, and 
others, of St. Isidore ; and of Arsene Vinet, and others, of St. Urban, in the Province 
of Quebec ; severally complaining that the Grand Trunk Railway Company fail to fulfil 
the duties and obligations of the former Champlain Railway Company imposed upon 
said Grand Trunk Railway Company by the Act 20th Vic., cap. 142, and praying that 
an Act may be passed to secure the goud working of Railways in Canada. 


Of the Agricultural Mutual Assurance Association of Canada; praying for the 
passing of an Act re-onacting the provisions of Cap. 52, of the Consolidated Statutes 
of Upper Canada as far ax rogards tho said Company, also re-enacting the provisions 
of the 5lat Viet., Cap., 48, Section 20, and fur other purposes. 
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The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A Return of the Baptisms, 
- Marriages and Burials in the District of Saguenay for the year 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows : — 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 13.) 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, 
Commerce and Railways, presented their first Report, recommending the reduction of 
the quorum of the said Committee to nine Members. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr, Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the Honor- 
able Mr. Montgomery, it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


The Honorable Mr. Seymour, from the Select Committee appointed to examine 
and report upon the Contingent Accounts of the Senate for the present Sossion, 
. proson tod their first Report, recommending the reduction of the quorum of the said 

ommittee to eleven Members. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Seymour, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Dumouchel, it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


The Honorable Mr. Bellerose moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Armand, 

That when this House adjourns on Wednesday the twenty-seventh instant it do 
stand adjourned until Thursday, the seveath of March, proximo, at Eight o’clock in 
the evening. . 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the House divided, and the . 
names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 


CONTENTS: 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Chapais, Hamilton (Inkerman), Reesor, 
Armand, Chinic, Leonard, Ryan, 
Bellerose, Christie (Speaker), McDonald, Seymour, 
Benson, " Dumouchel, McMaster, - Simpson, 
Botsford, Fabre, Odell, Skead, 
Bureau, Ferrier, Päquet, Stevens, 
Campbell, Glasier, Penny, Trudel.—31 
Chaffers, Guévremont, Pozer, 

Non-CoNTENTs : 


The Honorable Messieurs 





Alexander, Girard, McClelan, Power, ‘ 
Bourinot, Grant, Mc Lelan, Scott, 

Cornwall, Hamilton (Kingston), Macfarlane, Sutherland, 
Dever, Haviland, Miller, Vidal, 

Dickey, Haythorne, Montgomery, Wark, 

D.cison, — Kaulbach, Northup, Wilmot. —27 
Fer juson, Lewin, Pelletier, 


So it was resolved in the affirmative. 
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Pursuant to the Order of the Day. the Bill intituled : “‘An Act to incorporate the 
“ Fishwick’s Express and Merchants’ Forwarding Company,” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it was ‘ ; 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“ An pen to incorporate the Regular Baptist Foreign Missionary*Society of Ontario 
an bee,” 

The Honorable Mr. McMaster moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 

That the said Bill be now read a second time. 4 

After debate, 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly. 
P Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Standing Orders and 

rivate Bills. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the Hon- 


orable Mr. Montgomery, 
The House adjourned. 


Friday, 22nd February, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Dickey, Leonard, Pozer, 
; Dickson, Lewin, Price, 
Dumouchel, McClellan, Read, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, Mc Donald, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Ferguson, Mc Lelan, Ryan, 
Benson, Ferrier, Mc Master, Scott, 
Botsford, Girurd, ' Maefarlane, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Glosier, Miller, Simpson, 
Bureau, Grant, Montgomery, Skead, 
Campbell, Guevremont, Northup, Stevens, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Inkerman), Odell, Sutherland, 
Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Pdquet, Trudel, 
inic, Haviland, Pelletier, Vidal, 
Cormier, Haythorne, Penny, Wark, 
Cornwall, Howlan, Power, Wilmot. 
Dever, Kaulbach, 
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The following Petition was brought up and laid on the Table :— 
_ By the Honorable Mr. Campbell, —Of the Northern Railway Company of Canada. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were severally read :— 


Of John Stringer, and others, of the Township of Storrington, and of the Reverend 

J. Edouard Perrault, and others, of St. Remi, in the County of Napierville, and Pro- 

vince of Quebec ; severally complaining that the Grand Trunk Railway Company 

fails to fulfil the duties and obligations of the former Champlain Railway Company 

imposed upon the said Grand Trunk Railway Company by 20 Vic., cap. 147, and 

praying that an Act may be passed to secure the good working of Railways in 
anada. 


Of G. B. Burland, of the City of Montreal; praying for an Act to authorize the 
Commissioner of Patents to continue in force for a period of ten years, from the Ist 
day of April, 1878, certain Letters Patent heretofore granted to George Mathews for 
a new bank note printing ink, and also praying that said Letters Patent may be 
extended to the whole Dominion. 


Of the Municipal Council of the County of Essex, in the Province of Ontario ; 
praying that the Tariff may be so adjusted as to place the Agriculturists of Canada on 
an equal footing with these of the United States. . 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A List of the Shareholders 
of the Consolidated Bank, made up to the 8th February, 1878. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows:— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 15.) 


The Honorable Mr. Simpson presented to the House,—A List of the Shareholders 
of the Ontario Bank, with their residences, and the number of shares they 
respectively held on the 1st February, 1878. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No, 15.) 


The Honorable Mr. Bureau, from the Joint Committee of the Senate and House 
of Commons on the Printing of Parliament, presented their First Report, 
recommending the reduction of the quorum of the said Committee to seven 
Members. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Bureau, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committee on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, presented their Fourth Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


THe SENATE 
CoMMITTEE Room, | 
22nd February, 1878. 


The Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bills have the honor to present 
the following as their Fourth Report. | 

Your Committee have examined the following Petitions, and find that sufficient 
notice has been given in each case, viz.:— 





‘ 
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Of the Stadacona Fire and Life Insurance Company, praying for an Act to 
amend the Act of Incorporation of the Company, authorizing the reduction of its 
capital stock, and for other purposes. | 


Of the Dominion Grange Mutual Fire Insurance Association, praying for the 


passing of an Act giving the said Association power to insure the members of the 
Dominion Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry of Canada against loss or damage by 
fire in any part of Canada, and to establish in connection with such Association a 
Mutual Bencfit Branch for the members of said Dominion Grange. 

Of the Montreal and City of Ottawa Junction Railway Company; praying for an 
Act to extend the time for completing the said Railway until the 30th day of April, 
1334, and that such other amendments and provisions may be made as the said 
extension of time may render expedient or necessary. | 

Of the Mutual Building Society of the City of Quebec ; praying for ‘an Act grant- 
ing them additional powers and otherwise amending their Act of Incorporation. 

Of the Canada Southern Railway Company; praying for an Act to authorize 
and confirm the scheme of arrangement of the said Railway. | 

Of Hubert Belleisle and others, litensed Pilots for piloting between Quebec and 
Montreal; praying for an Act to incorporate licensed Pilots for piloting between 
Quebec and Montreal. 

Of the Ontario Mutual Life Assurance Company; praying for an Act of Incor- 
poration. 

Of the Brockville and Ottawa Railway Company; praying for an Act to provide 
for their amalgamation with the Canada Central Railway Company, and for other 


purposes. 

Of tho Canada Central Railway Company; praying for an Act to provide for their 

amalgation with the Brockville and Ottawa Railway Company, and for other purposes. 
f the National Insurance Company ; praying for an Act to reduce and to make 
special assessments on their capital stock. 

Of the Agricultural Mutual Assurance Association of Canada; praying for the 
passing of an Act re-enacting the provisions of cap. 52 of the Consolidated Statutes 
of Upper Canada, as far as regards the said Company. 

our Committee have also examined the Petition of the Honorable James Ferrier 
and others; praying for an Act to revive and amend 33 Vic., cap 55, intituled: ‘ An 
Act to incorporate the Montreal and Champlain Junction Railway Company” ; and find 
the notice insufficient in point of time. Your Commit#ee, however, recommend the 
suspension of the 51st Rule in this case, as it will be conpetent for the Committee on 
Parking, Commerce and Railways to provide that no mjury to any party shall arise 
therefrom. 


All which is respectfully submitted. 


WILLIAM MILLER, 
Chairman. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, secouded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it was 

Ordered, That, the fifty-first Rule of this House be dispensed with, in so far as it 
relates to the Petition of the Honorable James Ferrier and others, as recommended in 
the Fourth Report of the Committee on Standing Ordors and Private Bills. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House,—A detailed 
Statement of all Bonds or Securities registered in the Department of the Secretary 
of State, dated the 22nd February, 1878. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows : — 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 35.) 
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The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, reported to the House that he, and 
the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, Minister of Agriculture, had waited on His Execllency 
the Governor General with the Address of this House in answer to His Excellency’s. 
Speech from the Throne, and that His Excelloncy had been pleased to return the 
following most gracious answer :— 


Dufferin. 
Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate : 


Accept my thanks for your loyal Address, and I place confidence in your 
assurance, that careful consideration will be given by you to the measures found 
necessary for the amendment of existing laws, 


GovERNMENT Houss, 
Ottawa, 22nd February, 1878. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, acquainted the House, that he had 
a Message from His Excellency the Governor General, under his sign manual, which 
iis Excellency had commanded him to deliver to this House. 

The same was then read by the Clerk, and is as follows :— 


Dufferin. ’ 


s © 


The Governor General transmits to the Senate, copy of a Despatch from Her 
Majestv's Secretary of State for the Colonies, having referonce to the Joint Address 
ot the Senate and House of Commons of the 16th April last, praying that legislation 


be |i to cause the operation of the Imperial Extradition Act of 1870, to cease in 
Canr.!a. 


GOVERNMENT House, 
Ottawa, 22nd February, 1878. 


Sir M. E. Hicks- Beach to the Earl of Dufferin. 


(Copy—Canada, No. 4.) 
Downine STREET, 
5th February, 1878. 


My Lorp,—I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your despatch, No. 11, 
of the 14th of January enclosing a report extracted from a newspaper, of a judgment: 
of the Chief Justice of the Court ot Queen’s Bench of Ontario in a caso of extradition 
argued before him. 

I take this opportunity of informing Your Lordship that the whole subject of 
the Extradition relations of this country with foreign countries being at the 
prosent time under the consideration of a Royal Commission, Her Majesty’s 

overnment have not at present thought it advisable to take any steps for suspending 
in Canada the operation of the Imperial Extradition Act 1870, as desired by the Joint 
Address to the Queen, of the Senate and House of Commons of the ominion, trans- 
mitted to my predecessor in your despatch No. 112 of the 18th of April last. 


I have, &c., 


. (Signed,) M. E. Hicxs-Bgacu. 
Governor General 
The Right Honorable 
The Earl of Dufferin, K.P., GC K.C.B. 
C., C., . 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 
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The Honorable Mr. Dickson moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Campbe't, 
That the Honorable Messieurs Dickey, Millen, Leonard, Pdquet and the mover, be 
appointed a Committee for the management of the Senate Restaurant: 


The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and , 


Ordered accordingly. 


The Honorable Mr. Campbell moved, seconded by the Honorrble Mr. Dickson, 
That the names of the Honorable Messieurs Hamilton (of Inkerman), Northup and 
Trudel be added to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways. 


The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 


Ordered accordingly. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Wark, . 


The House adjourned until Monday next, at Three o’clock in the afternoon. 


Monday, 25th February, 1878. 


The Members convened wore 


The Honorable DA VID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Atkins, Dickson, ~ Lewin, ; Pozer, 
Alexander, +  Dumouchel, McClelan, Price, 
Armand, Fabre, McDonald, Read, 
Baillargeon, Ferguson, Mc Lelan, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Girard, Mc Master, Ryan, 
Benson, Glasier, Macfarlane, Scott, 
Botsford, Grant, Macpherson, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Guevremont, Miller, Simpson, 
Bureau, Hamilton (Inkerman), Montgomery, Skead, 
Campbell, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Stevens, 
Chaffers, Haviland, Odell, Sutherland, 
Chapais, Haythorne, Pdquet, Trudel, 
Cochrane, Hope, Pelletier, Vidal, 
Cornwall, Howlan, Penny, Wark, 
Dever, Kaulbach, Power, Wilmot. 
Dickey, Leonard, 


Prayers: : 
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The following Petitions were brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Penny,—Of the Honogable W. W. Webb, and others, of 
the Province of Quebec, and of J. Catudal, President, and others, of the Napierville 
Building Society. ‘ 


By the Honorable Mr. Simpson,—Of the Reverend William Jolliffe, and others, 
of the County of Durham, in the Province of Ontario, Members of the Association 
called the Missionary Society of the Bible Christian Church of Canada. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were severally read :—~ 


Of the Canada Agricultural. Insurance Company; praying for the passing of an 
Act tor the winding up and liquidation of the said Company; and for the appointmert 
of liquidators, with power to affect that object. 


Of John Kay and H. G. Macpherson, of the Village of St. George, in the County 
of Brant, and Province of Ontario; praying for certain amendments to the 
Temperance Act of 1864. 


Of J. Dupuis, M.D., and others, of Chatea , in the County of Chateauguay, and of 
the Reverend J. Charles Godefroy Gaudin, of Ste. Philomane, in the Province of Quebec ; 
severally complaining that tho Grand ‘Trunk Rajlway Company fails to fulfil the 
duties and obligations of the former Champlain Railway Company imposed upon the 
said Grand Trunk Railway Company by 20 Vic., cap. 147, and praying that an Act 
may be passed to secure the good ‘working of Railways in Canada. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, acquainted the House that he had 
a Message from His Excellency the Governor General under his sign manual, which 
His Excellency had commanded him to deliver tothis House. 

The same was then read by the Clerk, and is as follews:— 


Dufferin. 


The Governor General transmits to the Senate a despatch from Her Majesty’s 
Secretary of State for the Colonies acknowledging the receipt of the Address of the 
Senate to Her Majesty of the 19th March, 1877, in reference to the proposed 
appointment of additional Senators. 


GOVERNMENT HOUSE, 
Ottawa, 25th February, 1878. 


The Earl of Carnarvon to the Earl of Dufferin. 


(Canada, No. 132.) 
Downina Street, 2nd May, 18717. 


My Lorp,—I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of Your Lordship’s 
-despatch, No. 85, of the 27th March, forwarding, with a copy of an Address from 
the Senate of Canada, the resolutions adopted by them expressing their approval of 
the decision arrived at by the Secretary of State in 1874, in respect of the proposal 
that Her Majesty should be advised to appoint additional Senators under clause 26 of 
the British North America Act, and a Report of the debate which took place on those 
resolutions. 


I have &c., 
(Signed,) CARNARVON. 
Governor General 
Tho Right Honorable 
The Earl of Dufferin, K.P., G.C.MG., K.C.B. 
&e., &c., &e. 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 
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The Honorable Mr. Girard moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Read, 

That the Minutes of the Evidence taken before the Select Committee appointed 
in the last Session of Parliament, te inquire, amongst other matters, into all the ques- 
tions relating to the purchase of the property. at Fort William, for a terminus to the 
‘Canadian / acific Railway, and to send for persons, papers and records, and to 
examine witnesses under oath, which were presented on the 27th April last with the 
Report of the said Committee, be referred to a Select Committee composed of the 
Honorable Messieurs Scott, Aikins, Sutherland, Macpherson, Simpson, Wilmot, Hay- 
thorne, Vidal and the mover, to continue the investigation and to inquire into all the 
questions relating to the purchase ot the property at Fort William, for a terminus to 
the Canadian Pacific Railway, and to send for persons, papers and records, and 
gxamine wilnesses under oath, and to report thereon with all convenient speed this 

SS1OIk, ‘ 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly. 


The Honorable Mr. Simpson, from the Joint Committee of the Senate and House 
of Commons on the Printing of Parliament, presented their Second Report. 
fol Ordered, That it be received, and the same was then read by the Clerk, as 
ollows :— ° | | 


CoMMITTEE Room, 22nd February, 1878. 


The Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing of Parliament beg leave to 
present the following as their Second Report: 


. The following documents were carefully examined by’ the Committee and recom- 
mended to be printed, viz :— 


Report of the Librarian of Parliament.—( Sessional papers only.) 

Report of the Minister of Justice as to Penitentiaries in Canada, for the six months 
ended 30th June, 1877.—(Jn the usual manner.) . . 

Statement of payments charged to unforseen expenses under Ordors in Council, 
from ist July, 1877, to date. 

Statement of Special Warrants of His Excellency the Governor General, issued in 
accordance with the Act 31 Vic., cap. 5, sec. 35, from Ist July, 1877, to 9th February, 
1878, inclusive. | 

Statement of allowances and gratuities under the Act for the bettor securing the 
efficiency of the Civil Service of Canada by providing for the superannuation of persons 
employed therein, in certain cases. 

Return to Order,—Correspondence between the Government and the proprie- 
tors of lands in the neighborhood of the proposed enlargoment of the Lachine Canal 
from the Ist March, 1875, up to the 10th March, 1877, orders given to the engineers,’ 
and proposals submitted by the said proprietors, and by the Government; also, of all 
Reports made by the engineers, ands copies of all contracts entered into, &c., &c.— 
(For distribution only.) 


The Committee also recommend that the following documents be not printed : — 


Oficial Retarn of the distribution of the Dominion Statutes of Canada. 

Return to Order,—Reports of Engineers and other Correspondence not yet com- 
municated to the House, having reference to any actual surveys, or proposed survey, 
in connection with the Canadian Pacific Railway from the Red River westward, south 
of Lake Manitoba. | 

Return to Order,—Correspondence, &c., with Minister of Public Works, and 
Engineer Staff of said Department, in connection with engagement of employees for 
the Pacific Railroad survey and the routes (if any) they were instructed to take ; also 
correspondence as to the carrying of emigrants &., by the Sarnia or Collingwood 
route. 
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Return to Order.—Statement of the number of miles surveyed, and the expenditure: 
for.such surveys on the Pacific Railway, &c. &c. 

Return to Order,—Statement shewing the quantity of work done in enlarging the 
Railway Waterworks at Moncton in 1876, &. 

Return to Order,—Statement shbwing the sums of money paid C. J. Brydges for 
the year ending 30th June, 1876, shewing salary whilst Intercolonial was under 
construction and salary for management; also expenses of office at Montreal, Ottawa 
and Moncton and travelling expenses for same period. 

Return to Order, —Correspondence between Mr. James Niven, of New Castle Mira- 
michi, N.B., and the officers of the Intercolonial Railway and Government, in reference: 
to the killing, by one of the trains of five head of cattle of the euid James Niven, &c. 

Return to Order,—Statement in relation to the particulars of the working and. 
management of the Intercolonial Railway. 

, l. The number of miles run by the Engines, &c. 

2. The gross working expenses, &c. 

3. The particulars of all charges made for the use of Engines and cars, &. 

4. The average in detail, &c. | 

5. Statement in relation to special trains, &c. 

Return to Order, —Statement shewing original size and cost, &., of brick building 
at Moncton known as General Offices of the Intercolonial Railway, &c., &. 

Return to Order,—Reports of engineers or correspondence respecting the cause of 
the greater rise in the waters of the sixty-mile level of the River Ottawa between 
the Chandiere Falls and the Long Sault Rapids than the levels below and above those 

ints, &c. 
P Return to Address (Senate)—For Grand Trunk Railway Company to furnish 
certain information respecting the freight and passenger traffic over the Victoria 
Bridge during the years 1875 and 1876, &c., &c., with the cost of building and 
maintenance ot the bridge. 

Return to Address (Senate),—Instructions to Mr. Fleming, Engineer-in-Chief of 
the Pacific Railway, on the subject of a series of questions submitted through the 
Colonial office to Naval Officers and others, relating to certain Harbors in ‘British 
Columbia, and a site for the terminus of the line on the Pacific Coast. 

Return to Address (Senate),—Correspondence between the Government and the 
Montreal Harbor Commissioners, on the subject of allowing Cars and Locomotive 
Engines for the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Railway to pass over the 
wharves in the Harbor of Montreal, &c. 

Return to Order,—Correspondence relating to the dismissal of John Harvey from 
the position of Slidemaster at the Village of Arnprior. 

Return to Order,—Statement with regard to a Main Brick Sewer constracted 
through the Station-yard of the Intercolonial Railway at Moncton during the past 
year, &c. 

Return to Address,—Correspondence relating to complaints made against the 
administration of the Harbor Board of Montreal in connection with the Town of Sorel 
and the works for deepening Lake St. Peter, &o., &c. 


All which is respectfully submitted. 
J. SOMPson, 
Chairman. 


st Jn motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, 
it was ; 
Ordered, That the said Report be taken into consideration by the House on 
Wednesday next. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Wark, 7 
The House adjourned. 
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Tuesday, 26th February, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Ackens, Dever, Leonard, Power, 
Alvrander, Dickey, Lewin, Pozer, 
Allan, - Dickson, McClelan, Price, 
Armand, Dumouchel, Mc Donald, d, 
B.ullargeon, Fabre, Mc Lelan, Reesor, 
> erguson, McMaster Ryan, 

Beason, Girard, Macdonald, Scott, 
Botsford, Giasier, Macfarlane, ymour, 
Buurinot, Grant, Macpherson, Simpson, 

r'ACR, Guevremont, Miller, Skead, 
Bureau, Hamilton (Inkerman), Montgomery, Stevens, 
Campbell, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Haviland, Ouell, Trudel, 
Chapais, Hope, Pdquet, Vidal, 
Chinic, Howlan, Pelletier, Wark, 
Cochrane, Kaulbach, Penny, Wilmot. 
Cornwall, ' 

PRAYERS 


The following Petition was brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Campbell,—Of Sir Hugh Allan, and others, Members of the 
Presbyterian Church of Canada in connection with the Church of Scotland. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petition was read :— 


Of the Northern Railway Company of Canada ; praying for an Act to confirm an 
agreement made between the North Simcoe Railway Company and the said Northern 
Rulway Company, and for other purposes. 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A Return of the Baptisms, 
Marriages and Burials of the District of Bedford, for the year 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follow :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 13.) 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A List of the Shareholders 
of the Imperial Bank of Canada, dated 15th February, 1878. 
tee a List of the Shareholders of La Banque de St. Jean, dated the 9th February, 


\ é 
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Also, a List of the Shareholders of La Banque Jacques Cartier, dated Ist. 
December, 1877. 

Also, a List of the Shareholders of La Banque de St. Hyacinthe. 

And also, a List of the Shareholders of the Bank of Yarmouth, dated February, 


1878. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and they are as follow : — 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 15.). 


The Honorable Mr, Miller, from the Committee on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, presented their Fifth Report. | 
Ordered, That it be received, and the same was then read by the Clerk, as. 
follows :— 
THE SENATE, 
CommitTEE Room, 26th February, 1878. 


* The Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bills have the honor to present 
the following as their Fifth Report :— 

Your Committee have examined the Petition of the Canada Agricultural Insu- 
rance Company ; praying for the passing of an Act for the winding up and liquidation 
of the said-Compauy, and for the appointment of liquidators, with power to e.iect that 
object, and ind the notice insufficient in point of time. Your Committee, however, 
recommend the suspension of the 51st Rule in this case, as it will be competent for 
the Committee to whom the Bill shall be reforred to provide that no injury to any 
party shall arise therefrom. ~ 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

| WILLIAM MILLER, 
Chairman. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Bellerose, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Armand, 1t was - 

Ordered, That the fifty-first Rule of this House be dispensed with, in so far as it 
relates to the Petition of the Canada Agricultural Insurance Company, as recom- 
ménded in the Fifth Report of the Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bille. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Benson, 
it Waa 

Ordered, That the time for receiving Petitions for Privato Bills, and that the 
time for presenting Private Bills, bo extended to Wednesday the thirteonth day of 
March next. 


The Honorable Mr. Macpherson moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Campbell, 

That a Select Committee composed of the Honorable Messieurs Scott, Campbell, 
Brown, Botsford, Haythorne, Macfarlane and the mover, be appointed to inquire :— 

Ist. Whether tne Fort Francis Lock when completed can be used for the purposes 
of commerce, in connection with the Canadian Pacific Railway, so as to form part 
of the through communication from Lake Superior to Manitoba, and if not, what 
improvements will be indispensable (in addition to the said Fort Francis Lock) to 
afford unbroken communication for Steamers between the Railway Stations of Port 
Savanne (Lac des Mille Lacs) and Keewatin (Rat Portage) and the probable cost of 
such improvements ? 

2nd. What will be the use to the Dominion of the said Fort Francis Lock if it 
cannot be used for the purposes of commerce, in connection with the Canada Pacific 
Railway, so as to form part of the said through communication ? 

3rd. What is the distance between tho suid Lock and the point nearest to it on 
the Canada Pacific Railway ? 
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4th. What are the dimensions of the said Lock, its estimated and probable cost,. 
the amount expended upon it and upon works ‘connected with it, or in any way 
incidental to it, so far as is known; the appropriation from which the money expended 
upon it has been taken; whether such application of the money has been in all cases 
according to law, and whether the said Lock is being built by contract or othe: wise ?” 

5th. And generally to inquire into all matters relating to tho Fort Francis Lock, 
with power to send for persons and papers, to examine witnesses under oath, to 
employ a shorthand writer to take down the evidonce, and to report from time to 
time to this Honorable House. 

After Debate, 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and mo 

Ordered accordingly. 


B Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
ourinot 
The House adjourned. 





Wednesday, 27th February, 1878. 


The Members convened were | 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Alexander, Dickey, Lewin, Pozer, 
Alan, Dickson, McClelan, Price, 
Armand, Dumouchel, McDonald, Read, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, McLelan, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Ferguson, McMaster, + Ryan, 
Benson, Girard, Macdonald, Scott, 
Botsford, Glaser, ~ Macfarlane, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Grant, Macpherson, Simpson, 
Bureau, Guévremont, Miller, Skead, 
Campbell, Hamilton (Inkerman), Montgomery, Stevens, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Sutherland, 
Chapais, Haviland, Odell, Trudel, 
Chinice, Hope, Pdquet, Vidal, 
Cochrane, Howlan, Pelletier, Wark, 
Cornwall, Kaulbach, Penny, Wilmot. 
Dever, Leonard, Power, 

PRAYERS : 


The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid on the Table:— 


By the Honorable Mr. McLelan,—Of Robie Uniacke, and others, of the City of 
Halifax, in the Province of Nova Scotia. 


By tbe Honorable Mr. Reesor,—Of Eliza Muria Campbell, of Whitby, in the 
County of Ontario, wife of Robert Cumpbell, of the same place. 


By the Honorable Mr. Penny,—Of the Building Society of the County of Hoche- 
laga, in the Province of Quebec. 


By the Honorable Mr. Hope,—Of Dallas Howell, and others, of the Township of 
Anderson, in the County of Essex, in tho Province of Ontario. 
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Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were read :— 


Of the Honorable W. W. Webb, and others, of the Province of Quebec; praying 
for an Act of Incorporation as the ‘ Canada Transit Company.” 


Of J. Cadudal, President, and others, of the Napierville Building Society ; praying 
for an Act to exempt the said Society frem the operation of Sections 13 and 24 of the 
Act 40 Vic., Cap. 50. . . 


Of the Reverend William Jolliffe, and others, of the County of Durham, in the 
Province of Ontario, Members of the Association called the Missionary Society of the 
Bible Christian Church of Canada; praying for an Act of Incorporation. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House,—The General 
Rules of the Maritime Court of Ontario, made under the 8th Section of the Maritime 
Jurisdiction Act, 1877 ;—also Tariff of Suitor’s fees fixed under the 14th Section of 
the said Act. . 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and they are as follow : 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 31.) 


The Henorable Mr. Campbell presented to the House a Bill intituled: “An Act 
“to incorporate The Dominion Company.” 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time, on Thursday the seventh day 
of March next. 


The Honorable Mr. Skead presented to the House a Bill intituled: “An Act 
“ respecting the Montreal and City of Ottarca Junction Railway Company.” 
he said Bill was read for the tirst time. 
Ordered, That the said Bill be real a second time on Thursday, the seventh day 
of March next. 


The Honorable Mr. Girard moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Read, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Govenor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
copies of all Reports made to the Minister charged with the Administration of 
Dominion Lands, as well as of all documents and evidence forming part thereof, 
under the Act 38 Victoria, chapter 53, by any Commissioner or Commissioners 
appointed under the said Act ;—also copies of all lists of lands prepared from time 
to time by the Surveyor General of Dominion Lands, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the eighth section of the said Act. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the Second 
Report of the Joint Committee of the Senate and House of Commons on the Printing 
of Parliament, and 

The same being again read by the Clerk, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


Ge Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
rar . 

The House adjourned until Thursday, the seventh day of March next, at Hight 
o'clock in the evening. 
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Thursday, 7th March, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker, 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Dever, Lewin, Penny, 
Alexander, Dickey, McClelan, Power, 
Allan, Dickson, McDonald, Pozer, 
Armand, Dumouchel, Mc Lelan, Price, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, McMaster, Read, 
Bellerose, Ferguson, Macdonald, Scott, 
Benson, Girard, Macfarlane, Seymour, 
Botsford, Glasier, Macpherson, Skead, 
Bourinot, Grant, Miller, Stevens, 
Bureau, Hamilton (Kingston), Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Campbell, Haviland, Northup, Trudel, 
Chaffers, Haythorne, Odell, Vidal, 
Chapais, Hope, _ ~Pdquet, Wark, 
Cormier, Howlan, Pelletier, Wilmot. 
Cornwall, Kaulbach, , 

PRAYERS : 


The following Petitions were brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Kaulbach,—Of the Bank of Liverpool, doing business at 
Liverpool, Nova Scotia,—and of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon, of the City of Ottawa, in the 


County of Carleton, and Province of Ontario, a married woman. 


By the Honorable Mr. Wark,—Of C. Burpee and others, of Charlotte County, in 
the Province of New Brunswick. 


By the Honorable Mr. Penny,—Of H. W. F. Bolckow, and others, Stockholders of 
the Canada Central Railway Company,—and of H. W. F. Bolckow, and others, Stock- 


holders of the Brockville and Ottawa Railway Company. 


By the Honorable Mr. Bureau,—-Of the Reverend James Fulton, M.A., Rural 
Dean, of Franklin, in the County of Huntingdon, and Province of Quebec. 


By the Honorable Mr. Skead,—Of the Canada Vine Growers’ Association. 


The Honorable Mr. Kaulbach presented to the House, the following certificate 
from the Clerk of the Senate :— 


dollars, in accordance with tho 83rd Rule of this House. 


‘OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF THE SENATE, 
Thursday, 7th March, 1878. 

In the Matter of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon’s Petition for a Bill of Divorce. 

I hereby certify that I have received trom the Petitioner the fee of two hundred 


RoBERT LEMOINE, 


Clerk of the Senate. 
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Parsuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petition was read :— 


Of Sir Hugh Allan, and others, Members of the Presbyterian Church of Cunade 
in connection with the Church of Scotland; praying to be incorporated as “The 
Church of Scotland in Canada.” 

The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A List of the Sharchol:ere 
of the Dominion Bank of Toronto, dated 25th February, 1878. 

, Also, a List of the Shareholders of the Maritime Bank of the Dominion, on Ist 
February, 1878. 

And also, a List of the Shareholders of the City and District Savings Bank, 
Montreal, dated 26th February, 1878. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and they are as follow :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 15.) 


The Order of tho Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“An Act for the relief of George Frothingham Johnston,” 
The Honorable Mr. Penny presented to the House the following certificate :— 


OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF THE SENATE, 
Thursday, 7th March, 1878. 


I hereby certify that notice of the second reading of the Bill in re Johnston, for 
a Bill of Divorce, was posted on the Doors of the Senate for a period of fourteen 
days, pursuant to a Standing Order of the House. 


Roserr LeMorne, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


Then Andrew Cullen, of the City of Montreal, Detective, was called to the Bar of 
th» House, and being sworn, wa3 examined as follows :— 


Q. What is your name, occupation and place of residence, and do you know the 
Petitioner and Charlotte Elsie McArthur, his wife? - 

A. Andrew Cullen, of the City of Montreal, Detective. I know the Petitioner and 
Charlotte Elsie McArthur, his wife. 

Q. Do you know Charlotte Elsie McArthur, the wife of the petitioner; have you 
served upon her a duplicate of the Bill now before the House for the relief of George 
Frothingham Johnston; produce the document being a duplicate of the Bill served by 
you on Mrs. Johnston, and state whether you compared the document served by you 
with the document now produced and ascertained that it was a correct copy before 
you served it? 

A. I know the petitioner and Charlotte Elsie McArthur his wife, and I have 
served upon her a duplicate of the Bill before the House for the relief of George 
Frothingham Johnston, and produce the document being a duplicate of the Bill served 
by me on Mrs. Johnston. I compared the document served by me with the document 
- now produced, and ascertained it was a correct copy before I served it. 

4. Did you serve the Order now produced with the said Bill, by leaving a copy 
of it with the said Bill, at the time of such service, and did you compare thetwo to 
ascertain that you served a true copy ofsuch Order? 

A. I served the Order now produced with the said Bill, by leaving a copy of it 
with the said Bill at the time of such service, and I compared the two to ascertain 
that I sorved a true copy of such Order. 

Q. When and where did you serve the copy of the said Bill and Order, and to 
whom did you deliver the same? 
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A. I served the copy of the said Bill and Order on the said Charlotte Elsie 
McArthur by delivering the same to herself, in person, at her residence in the City of 
Montreal, on the 28th of February last. | 

The said Andrew Cullen was directed to withdraw. 


The Honorable Mr. Penny moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Odell, 

That the examination of the Petitioner at the Bar of the Senate, as well generally 
as in regard to any collusion or connivance between the parties, be for the present 
dispensed with, but that it be an instruction to the Committee, to whom tho Bill may 
be referred, to make such examination. . 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative. 

The Honorable Mr. Penny moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Odell, 

That the said Bill for the relief of George Frothingham Johnston, be now read a 
second time. | 

The question of concurrence being put thereon; the House divided: and the 
names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 


CONTENTS :. 
The Honorab'e Mexiours 
Aïkins, Glasier, McDonald (Toronto), Penny 
Alexander, Grant, McMaster, Read, 
Benson, Hamilton (Kingston), Macdonald( Victoria), Seymour, 
Botsford, Haviland, Macfarlane, Skead, 
Campbell, Haythorne, Macpherson, Stevens, 
istie (Speaker), Hope, Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Cornwall, Kaulbach, Northup, Wark, 
Dickson, Lewin, ' Odell, Wilmot.—34. 
Ferguson, McClelan (Hopewell), , 
Non-CoNTENTs : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Armand, Bureau, Dumouchel, Power, 
Baillargeon, Chaffers, Girard, Price, 
Bellerose, Cormier, Hovwlan, Trudel.—15. 
Bourinot, Dever, Pelletier, 


So it was resolved in the affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly, 

The Honorable Mr. Penny moved, seconded by the FTynorable Mr. Odell, 

That the said Bill be referred to a Select Committee composed of the Honorable 
Messieurs McClelan, Stevens, Dickson, Odell, Haythorne, Allan, Macpherson, Lewin and 
the mover, to report thereon with all convenient speed, with power to send for 
persons, papers and records, and that the exemplification of the proceedings to final 

udgment in the Superior Court of the Province of Quebec in the case of Johnston vs. 
Fisk, presented to the Senate on the reading of the Petition of the said George 
Frothingham Johnston, be referred to the said Committee, and that all persons 
summoned to appear before the Senate in this matter, appear before the said Com- 
mittee, and that the said Committee have leave to sit on Saturday, and other non- 
sitting days. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved D the affirmative. 

E 
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Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: “An Act to incorporat 
The Dominion Company” was road a second time. : 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Campbell, seconded by the Honorable M 
Dickson, it was | 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerc 
and Railways. 





The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intitalel 
“An Act respecting the Montreal and City of Ottawa Junction Railway Company,’ 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Skead, seconded by the Honorable Mr. tnd 
it was 
Ordered, That the same be postponed until Monday next. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by {h 
Honorable Mr. Montgomery, 
The House adjourned. 





Friday, 8th March, 1878. 


The Members convened were ; | 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 





\ The Honorable Messieurs 

Atkins, Dever, Howlan, Pelletier, 
Alexander, Dickey, Kaulbach, Penny, 
Allan, Dickson, Leonard, Power, 
Armand, Dumouchel, Lewin, Pozer, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, McClelan, Price, 
Bellerose, Ferguson, McDonald, Read, 
Benson, Ferrier, McLelan, Scott, 
Botsford, Girard, Mc Master, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Glasier, Macdonald, Skead, 
Bureau, Grant, Macfarlane, Stevens, 
Campbe:l, Guévremont, Macpherson, Sutherland, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Inkerman), Miller, Trudel, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Kingston), Montgomery, Vidal, 
Chapais, Haviland, Northup, Wark, 
Cormier, Haythorne, Odell, Wilmot. 
Cornwall, Hope, Pdquet, 

PRAYERS 


The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid on the Table : — 


| 
By the Honorable Mr. Allan,—Of Daniel Wilson, and others, Managers of tke 
Newsboys’ Lodging and Industrial Home of Toronto. 
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By the Honorable Mr. Ferrier,—Of the Reverend James Watson, M.A., of the 
Village of Huntingdon; Of James W. Mack, of Elgin and Godmanchester, and of 
Filliam A. Johnston, of the Townships of Franklin and Hinchinbrook, in the Province 
F Quebec. 


By the Honorable Mr. Leonurd,—Of the Municipal Cuuncil of the Town of 
€. Thomas, in the Province of Ontario. 


By the Honorable Mr. Aikins,—Of A. Campbell, and others, of the Town of 
ycter borough, and of B. Huldan, and others, of the City of Toronto, in the Province of 
tarto. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were severally read : — 


Of Robie Uniacke, and others, of the City of Halifax, in the Province of Nova 
cotia ; praying that the Act of 1876, respecting the Jntercolonial Railway and all 
ther Acts in contravention of the chartor of the Halifax Street Railway Company, 
ay be so amended as not to interfere with and deprive the said Company of their 
gbts of arbitration acquired under the Legislature of the Province of Nova Scotia 
revious to Confederation. | 


Of Eliza Maria Campbell, of Whitby, in tho County and Province of Ontario, 
ife of Robert Campbell, of the same place ; praying for leave to prosecute her cause 
Divorce in formd pauperis. ° 


Of the Hochelaga Building Society ; praying for a new charter, and for powers 
Cessary to the good working of the said Society. 


Of Dallas Nowell, and others, of the Township of Anderdon, in the County of 
ssex, Province of Ontario; praying that in the event of an Act being passed 
aabling the Canada Southern Railway Company to raise tho sum of fourteen 
illions by mortgage, the claims of the Petitioners may be secured. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the Houso a Return 
» an Address to His Excellency the Governor General dated the 18th February, 1878, 
raying His Excellency to cause to be laid before this House, copies of all correspon- 
snce botween the Post Office Inspector for Nova Scotia and any other person or 
srsons, during the months of November, December and January last past, in rela- 
on to Mail irregalarities between the Post Offices of Arichat, Hawkesbury and 
ntigonish, in the said Province, and all evidence obtained and reports made by the 
ud Inspector in connection with the same. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 40.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House bis Report 
; Secretary of State of Canada, for the yoar ende! 31st December, 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 4.) 


The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committce on Standing Orders and Private 
ills, presented their Sixth Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 
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THE SENATE 
ComMITTEE Room, 
8th March, 1878. 


The Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bills have the honor to present 
the following as their Sixth Report. 

Your Committee have examined the Petition of the Northern Railway Company 
of Canada ; praying for an Act to confirm an agreement made between the North 
Simcoe Railway Company and the said Northern Railway Company, and for other 
purposes ; and find that sufficient notice has been given. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

WILLIAM MILLER, 
Chairman. 


The Honorable Mr. Price moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Glasier, 

That an hamble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to lay before this House the following 

tunn :— 

Ist. The total quantities and their value of the Square Whito Pine, Pine Board 
Timber, Pine Masts and Spars, Square Timber of Oak, Elm, Ash, Whitewood, Walnut, 
Hickory, Red Pine or any other Hewn Timber. 

P 2nd. The total quantitiés, description and tho value of the Red and White Oak 
taves. 

3rd. The total quantities and their value of Sawed Lumber, in White and Red 
Pine, Walnut, Whitewood, Oak, Elm, Ash or any other sawed lumber, imported into 
Canada by water or by rail between the Ist April, 1877, and 1st January, 1878, 
from the United States of America, and at what Port or Station they were delivered 
for landing or for shipment from Canada. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmativo, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Mombers of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Girard moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Read, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
copies of all Orders in Council, on the subject of the lands at the place known by the 
name of Rat River Settlement, and on the Red River, in the County of Provencher, as 
well as in the settlement at La Petite Pointe de Chénes, in the Parish of Loretto, 
in the County of Selkirk, in the Province of Manitoba, taken possession of by actual 
settlement before or after the admission of the North-Western Territory into the 
Dominion, without regard to the improvements made upon those lands. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“ An Act for the relief of Hugh Hunter,” 
The Honorable Mr. Aikins presented to the House the following certificate :— 


OFFIOE OF THE CLERK OF THE SENATE, 
Fxipay, 8th March, 1878. 


I hereby certify that notice of the second reading in re Hunter, for a Bill of 
Divorce, was posted on the Doors cf the Senate for a period of fourteen days, pursuant 
to’a Standing Order of the House. 

RosErT LEMOoInNE, 
Clerk of the Senate. 
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Then Wilkins Brownlow Butler, of the City of Toronto, in the County of York, 
Land Agent, was called to the Bar of the House, and, being sworn, was examined as 
follows :— 

Q. What is your name, place of residence and occupation ? 

A. Wilkins Brownlow Butler of Toronto, in the County of York, Land Agent. 

Q. Look at the paper writing marked “ A,” being an Act for the relief of Hugh 
Hunter, and on the paper writing now shewn to you marked “ B,” being an Order of 
the Senate on Wednesday, 20th February, 1878, both writings being certified by the 
Clerk of the Sonate. Did you serve copies of these writings, with the certificates 
thereon of the Clerk of the Senate, apon Catherine Hunter, and on what day and date 
and at what place ? 

A. I served duplicate copies of the writings now shewn to me marked “ A” and 
“B” respectively, with the certificates thereon respectively of the Clerk of the | 
Senate, upon the said Catherine Hunter on Friday, the first day of March instant, at the 
house of Andrew Tait, with whom she is living, at the Village of Yorkville, in the 
County of York. oo 

Q. State the particular mode in which you effected such service ? 

A. I served the said duplicate copies of the writings “A” and “B” on Catherine 
Hunter personally, by handing the same to her and leaving the same with her, having 
first read them over to her. 

Q. Was any ove present at the time yon effected such service; if 80, who? 

A. Malcolm McPhee, of the Township of Egremont, in the County of Grey, who 
is the father of the said Catherine Hunter, was present, and before making such service 
he informed me that the person I so served was his daughter, and the wite of Hugh 

unter. . 

Q. Is the porson you so served with the writings “A” and “ B” the same person 
on whom you served the notice of application for Divorce which was read in the 
Senate on the eighteenth day of February last ? 

A. Yes; it is the same person. 

Tae said Wilkins Brownlow Butler was directed to withdraw. 


The Honorable Mr. Aikins moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard, 

That the cxamination of the Petitioner in this matter, at the Bar of the Senate, 
as well generally as in regard to any collusion or connivance between the parties be 
for the present dispensed with, but that it be an instruction to any Committee to 
whom the Bill upon the subject may be referred to make such examination. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative. . 

The Honorable Mr. Aikins moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard, 

That the said Bill for the relief of Hugh Hunter be now read a second time. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly. 

The Honorable Mr. Aikins moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard, 

That the said Bill be referred to a Select Committee composed of the Honorable 
Messieurs Dickey, Benson, Botsford, Cornwall, Kaulbach, Seymour, Macfarlane, 
Haviland and the mover, to report thereon with ail convenient speed, with power to 
send for persons, papers and records, and that all persons summoned to appear 
before the Senate in this matter appear before the said Committee, and that the said 
Committce have leave to sit on Saturdays, and other non-sitting days. 

The question of concurroncebeing put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative. 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, Com- 
merce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act to incorporate 
the Fishwick's Express and Merchants’ Forwarding Company,” reported that they 


— 
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had gone through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same with several 
amendments, which he was ready to submit whenever the House would be pleased to 
receive them. 

Ordered, That the Report be now received, and 


The said amendments were then read by the Clerk, as follow : — 


Page 1, line 24.—After “Company ” insert “ (Limited.)” 

Page 1, line 29.—Leuve out “ fifty ” and insert “ seventy-five.” 

Page 1, line 30.—After “ thousand ” insort “ five hundred.” 

Page 3, line 13.—After ‘ Corporation ” insert “ until the first election under this 
“ Act.” 

Page 3, line ult.—Aftor “Canada” insort Clause A. 


' Clause A. 


“ A general meeting of the Shareholders tor the’election of Directors under this 
“ Act shall be held, and such Directors shall be elected, and ten per centum on the 
‘ amount of the capital stock of the Corporation shall be paid up, and the said Cor- 
“‘ poration shall proceed with its operations under this Act, within three years from 
‘and after the passing of this Act; in default of which this Act shall become and be 
“ nulland void and of no effect, and all and every the rights and privileges conferred 
“ by this Act shall be forfeited.” 


In the title of the Bill. 


After “Company ” insert “ (Limited.) ” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said amendmonts be taken into consideration by the House on 
Monday next. 


Then, on motion of the Honorabie Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Montgomery, 
The House adjourned until Monday next at Three o’clock in the afternoon. 
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Monday, llth March, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Dever, Kaulbach, Penny, 
Alexander, Dickey, Loonard, Power, 
Allan, Dickson, Leivin, Pozer, 
Armand, _ Dumouchel, McClelan, Price, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, Mc Donald, , Read, 
Bellerose, Ferguson, McLelan, Ryan, 
Benson, Ferrier, McMaster, Scott, | 
Botsford, Girard, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Glasier, Macfarlane, Skead, 
Bureau, Grant, Macpherson, | Seevens, 
Campbell, Guévremont, Miller, Sntherland, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Montgomery, Trudel, 
Chaffers, Haviland, Northup, Vidal, 
Chapais, Haythorne, Odell, Wark, 
Cormier, Hope, . Pâquet, Wilmot. 
Cornwall, Howlan, Pelletier, 

PRAYERS : 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to tho House,—A Return of the Baptisms, 
Marriages and Burials in the District of Beauce, for the year 1877. 


And also, a Return of the Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the County of 
Compton, for the said year 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and they are as follow :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 13.) 
Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were severally read :— 


OF the Bank of Liverpool, Nova Scotia; praying for the passing of an Act to 
enable the said Bank to reduce the nominal value of its present shares, and to issue: 
preferential stock. 


Of C. Burpee, and others, of Charlotte County, in the Province of New Brunswick ; 
praying for the passing of an Act authorizing the construction of a Railway Bridge 
across the St. Croix River. 


Of H. W. F. Bolckow, and others, Stockholders of the Canada Central Railway 
Company, and of H. W. F. Bolckow, and others, Stockholders of the Brockville and 
Ottawa Railway Company ; severally praying that the Bill before Parliament for 
the amalgamation of the Brockville and Ottawa and Canada Central Railway Com- 
panies, may become law. 
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Of the Reverend James Fulton, M.A., Rural Dean, and others, of Franklin, in the 
County of Huntington, in the Province of Quebec ; complaining that the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company fails to fulfil the duties and obligations of the former Champlain 
‘Railway Company, imposed upon the said Grand Trunk Railway by 20 Vic., Cap. 
a, and praying that an Act may be passed to secure the good working of Railways 
in Canada. ' 


@e 


Of the Canada Vine Growers Association ; praying for the passing of an Act to 
extonq the period of time mentioned in the second section of the Act of Incorporation 
of the said Company, for a further period of seven years from the fifteenth day of 
August next. 


The Order of the Day being read for the reading of the Petition of Victoria 
Elizabeth Lyon, of the City of Ottawa, in the County of Carleton and Province of 
Ontario, praying for the passing of an Act to dissolve her marriage with John Lyon, 
of the same place, Grocer, 


The Honorable Mr. Kaulbach presented to the House certain papers, the Return 
of Service and the Notice for Bill of Divorce. 
Tho Return of Service and Notico were then read by the Clerk as follow : — 


Victoria Elizabeth Lyon, À 
Petitioner, 
vs. IN THE SENATE OF CANADA. 
John Lyon, 
Respondent. 


I, Frank Burton, of the City of Ottawa, in the County of Curleton and Province 
Of Ontario, Law Clerk, make oath and say: 

That I did, on the first day of September, in the year of Our Lord one thousand 
eight hundred and seventy-seven, personally serve John Lyon, the above-named 
Respondent in this cause, with a true copy of the annexed notice of application for 
Divorce, by giving such copy to and leaving the sac with him at the said City of 
Ottawa. ; 

Frank Borron. 


in the County of Carleton, this 
fifth day of March, A.D., 1878. 
D. B. McTavisa, 
A Commissioner in'B.R., dc. 


Notice is hereby given that I intend that an application will be made to the 
Parliament of Canada, at the next Session thereof, by me Victoria Elizabeth Lyon, 
née Perkins, ot the City of Ottawa, in tho County of Carleton, for a Bill of Divorce 
from my husband, John Lyon, of the City of Ottawa aforesaid, Grocer, on the grounds 
of adultery, disease and desertion. 

Dated at Ottawa, this first day of September, A.D., 1877. 


VicroRiaA ELIZABETH Lyon, 
née Perkins. 

By Mosarove & PEaRrson, 

her Solicitors. 


Sworn before me at the City of Ottawa, 


John Lyon, Esq. : 
You will take notice that the above notice is served upon you at the instance of 
me, the said applicant. 
Victox1a ELIZABETH Lyon, 
née Perkins. 
By Mosarove & PEARSON, 
her Solicitors. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 
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Tho Honorable Mr. Kaulbach moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Macfarlane, 

That the service of notice for Bill of Divorce be deemed sufficient. 

Which being objected to, 

The question of concurrence was put thereon, and the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative. 

The Honorable Mr. Kaulbach moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Macfarlane, 

That the Petition of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon, of the City of Ottawa, in the County 
of Carleton, and Province of Ontario; praying for the passing of an Act to dissolve 
her marriage with John Lyon, of the same place, Grocer, be now read and received. 

Which being objected to, 

The question of concurrence was put thereon, and the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

The said Petition of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon, was then read and received. 


The Honorable Mr. Allan, from the Select Committee to whom was referred the 
Bill for the relief of George Frothingham Johnston, presented their Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The samo was then road by the Clork, as follows :— 


THE SENATE 
ComMITTEE Room, 
Lith March, i878. 


The Select Committee to whom was reforred the Bill intituled: ‘“ An Act for 
“ the roliefof George Frothingham Johnston,” and to whom was also referred the exempli- 
fication of the proceedings to final judgment in the Superior Court of the Province of 
Quebec, in the case of Johnston vs. Fisk, presented to the Senate on the reading of the 
petition of the said George Frothingham Johnston, with power to send for persons, 
papers and records, and to whom it was an instruction to make the examination of the 
said Petitioner as well generally as in regard to any collusion or connivance between 
the-parties, beg leave to report as follows :— 

In obedience to the orders of roference of the seventh instant, and to the instruc- 
tion given to your Committee on the same day, your Committce have examined the 
said Bill, and the said exemplification, and have also examined the said Petitioner, 
as well generally as in regard to any collusion or connivance between the parties ; 
and the said examination of the Petitioner having been taken down in writing, your 
Committee report the same herewith. 

. Your Committee return herewith the exemplification of proceedings referred to 
them. 

In compliance with the seventy cighth Rule of your Honorable House, your 
Committee have heard on oath the witnesses brought before them by the Petitioner, 
and have caused their evidence to bo taken down in writing, and report the same 
herewith, together with all vouchers adduced before your Committee. 

And having duly considered the said Bill, exemplification, examination, evidence 
and vouchers, your Committee find the preamble of the said Bill proved, and do not 
find that there has been any collusion or connivance between the parties to obtain 
the separation for which the Bill provides. 

Your Committee accordingly recommend your Honorable House to pass the said 
Bill without any smendment. 


. All which is respectfully submitted. 


| G. W. ALLAN, 
, Chairman. 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 
(For Evidence Vide Appendix No. 1.) 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Odell, it 
Was | 

Ordered, That the said Report and Evidence submitted be printed and, with the 
Bill, be taken into considoration by the House on Thursday next. 


.The Honorable Mr. Wilmot moved, soconded by the Honorable Mr. Odell, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, all Reports, 
surveys, plans or alteration of plans, contracts and correspondence connected with 
the improvement of the navigation of the River St. John at the Oromocto Shoals. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
Genoral by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


Parsuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: “An Act respecting the 
“ Montreal and City of Ottawa Junction Railway Company” was read a second time. 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Skead, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dever, it 
was / 
Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Bill intituled : 
An Act to incorporate the Fishwick's Express and Merchants’ Forwarding Com- 
“pany,” as amended by the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, setonded by the Honorable Mr. Benson, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill and amendmonts be reforred back to the said Cum- 
mittee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Montgomery, | 
The House adjourned. 





\ 
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Tuesday, 12th March, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messicurs 


Aikins, Cornwall, Kaulbach, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever,’ Leonard, * Power, 
Allan, | Dickey, Lewin, Pozer, 
Armand, Dickson, McClelan, Price, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McDonald, Read, 
Bellerose, Fabre, Me Lelan, Ryan, 
Benson, Ferguson, Mc Master, Scott, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Girard, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Bureau, Glasier, Macpherson, Skead. 
Campbell, Grant, Miller, Stevens, 
Carrall, Guévremont. Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Trudel, 
Chapais, Haviland, Odell, Vidal, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Pdquet, Wark, 
Cormier, Hope, Pelletier, Wilmot, 
PRAYERS : 


The following Petition was brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Ferrier,—Of David D. Robertson, of the Township of 
Hinchinbrook, in the Province of Quebec. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were severally read : — 


Of Daniel Wilson, and others, Managers of the Newsboys’ Lodging and Industrial 
Home of Toronto ; praying for certain amendments in the laws relating to the punish- 
ment of Juvenile offenders. | - 


Of the Reverend James Watson, M.A., of the Village of Huntingdon ; of James W. 
Mack, of Elgin and Godmanchester, and of William A. Johnston, of the Townships of 
Franklin and Hinchinbrook, all in the Province of Quebec; severally praying that 
measures may be adopted to protect and secure the rights of the Indians of Two 
Mountains. 


Of the Manicipal Council of the Town of St. Thomas, in the Province of Ontario ; 

praying that a clause may be inserted in the Canada Southern‘ Railway Bill now 

efore Parliament, providing that payment of all supplies furnished and wages earned 
upon the road shall be a first lion upon the property of said Company. 
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Of A. Campbell, and others, of the Town of Peterborough, and of B. Huldan, and 
others, of the Gi ty of Toronto, in the Province of Ontario; praying thatthe Act 40 Vic. 
Cap. 42, may be so amendod as to exempt the Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance 
Company from its operations. 


The Honorable the Speaker prosented to the House, —A Return of the Baptisms, 
Marriages and Burials in the District,of Richelieu, and in the Counties of Bellechasse, 
Montmagny and L'Jslet, in the Province of Quebec, for the yoar 1877. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and they are as follow :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 13.) 


The Honorable Mr. Dickey, from the Select Committee to whom was referred the 
Bill for the relief of Hugh Hunter, presented their Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


THe SENATE . 
CoMMITTEE Room, 
12th March, 1878. 


The Select Committee to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act for 

the relief of Hugh Hunter”—to report thereon with all convenient speed, with 

wer to send for persons, papers and records, beg leavo to report thereon, as 
ollows :— ‘ 

In obedience to the order of reference of the eighth instant, and to tho instruc- 
tion given to your Committee on the same day, your Committee have examined the 
said Bill, and have also examined .the Petitioner for the said Bill, as well generally 
as in regard to any collusion or connivance between the parties; and the said exam- 
ination of the Petitioner having been taken down in writing is herewith submitted. 

And in complianco with the seventy-eighth Rule of your Honorable House, 
your Committee have heard on oath the Witnesses brought before them, and have 
caused their evidence to be taken down in writing, and now report the same here- 
with, together with all vouchers adduced before your Committee. 

Having duly considered the said Bill, examination, evidence and vouchers, 

our Committee find the preamble of the said Bill proved, and do not find that there 
has been any collusion or connivance between the parties to obtain the separation for 
which the Bi provides. 

Your Committee accordingly recommend your Honorable Huuse to pass the 
said Bill without any amendment. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 





R. B. Dickey, 
Chairman. 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 
(For Evidence, &e., Vide Appendix Ne. 2.) 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Aikins, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard, 
it was | 
Ordered, That the said Report and evidence submitted be printed, and, with the 
Bill, be taken into consideration by the House on Thursday next. 


The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committee on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, presented their Seventh Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows : — 
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THE SENATE 
Commitret Room, ° 
12th March, 1878, 


The Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bills have the honor to present | 
the following as their Seventh Report: 

Your Committee have examined the Petition of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon, of the 
City of Ottawa, in the County of Carleton, and Province of Ontario; praying for an 
Act to dissolve her marriage with John Lyon, of tho samo placo, Grocer; and find that 
the provisions of the seventy-socond Rule of this House have beon complied with. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 


WILirAM MILLER, 
Chairman. 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 


The Honorable Mr. Kaulbach presented to the House a Bill intituled: “An Act 
‘for the relief of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon.” 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

The Honorable Mr. Kaulbach moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Macfarlane, 

That the said Bill be read a second time on Wednesday the twonty-soventh day 
of March, instant, and that notice thereof bo fixed on the doors of this House and 
Senators summoned, and that the said Victoria Elizabeth Lyon may be heard by 
her Counsel at the second reading to make out the truth of the ailegationsof said Bill, 
and that John Lyon may have a copy of the said Bill, and that notice be given him of 
the second reading or sufficient proof adduced of the impossibility of so doing, and 
that he be at liberty to be heard by Counsel what ho may have to offer against the 
said Bill at tho same time. 

That the said Victoria Elizabeth Lyon do attend this House on the twenty-seventh 
day of March in order to her being examined on the second reading of the said Bill, 
if the House shall think fit, whether there has or has not been any collusion directly 
or indirectly on her part relative to any aet of adultery that may have been com- 
mitted by the said John Lyon, or whether there be any collusion, directly or indirectly, 
between her and her said husband, or any other person or persons, touching the said 
Bill of Divorce, and also whether at the time of the adultery of which she complains, 
he was, by deed or otherwise, by her consent, living separately and apart from and 
released by her as far as in her lay. from his conjugal duty, or whether he was at the 
time of such adultery cohabiting with her. 

Which being objected to, 

The question of concurrence was put thereon, and the same was, on @ division, 
resolved in the affirmative. 


The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committee vn Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, presented to the House their Eighth Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and \ 

The same was then reud by the Clerk as follows :— 


THE SENATE 
Commitree Room, 
12th March, 1878. 


The Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bills have the honor to present 
the following as their Eighth Report :— 

Your Committee have examined the following Petitions and find that sufficiont 
notice has been given in each case, viz :— 

Of Charles A. M. Globensky, of St. Eustache, in the Province of Quebec; praying 
for the passing of an Act to declare that the Act passed during the last Session 





80 12th MARCH. A 1878 


ge 


intituled: “An Act respecting La Banque Jacques-Cartier ” shall not apply to a certain 
action instituted by the Petitioner in the Superior Court in the District of Montreal, 
against Romuald Trudeau and others, which action is still pending. ° 

Of the Montreal Building Association ; praying for an Act authorizing the said 
Company by such name as shall be conferred upon them at the present Session of the 
Legislature of the Province of Quebec, to exercise throughout the Dominion of Canada 
the powers usually conferred upon investment and loan companies along with the 
powers conferred upon them by the said Legislature, and establishing the rate of 
interest which may be charged by the said Company. 

Of the Bank of Liverpool, Nova Scotia; praying fer the passing of an Act to 
enable the said Bank to reduce the nominal value of its present shares and to issue 
preferential stock. 

Of tbe Canada Vine Growers’ Association; praying for the passing of an Act to 
extend the period of time mentioned in the second section of the Act of Incorporation 
of the said Company for a further period of seven years from the fifteenth day of 
August next. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

| WILLIAM MILLER, 
, Chairman. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Tabla. 


The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committee on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, to whom was referred the Bill intituled : “ An Act to incorporate The Regular 
‘“ Baptist Foreign Missionary Society of Ontario and Quebec,” reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same with two 
amendments, which he was ready to submit whenever the House would be pleased to 
receive them. 

Ordered, That the Report be now received, and 

The said amendmonts were then read by the Clerk, as follow :— 


Page 2, line 1.—Leave out “of” and insert “in force in.” 
Page 2, line 7.—Leave out from “ places” to the end of the Bill, and insert 
Clause A. 


Clause A. 


“The said Society by the name of the Regular Baptist Foreign Missionary 
“ Society of Ontario and Quebec, may receive, asquire and fold moneys, promissory 
“ notes, bank stocks and public securities, and invest moneys now held by the said 
‘ Society, or which may hereafter be acquired in bank stocks and public securities, and 
“dispose of the same for the purpose of furthering the objects of the said Society, 
‘ as and when it may seem expedient so to do.” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. McMaster, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Chaffers, it was 

Ordered, That the said amendments be taken into consideration by the House 
to-morrow. / 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of Stale, presented to the House copy of the 
Ordinances passed by the Lieut.-Governor and Council of the North- West Territories, 
on the 22nd Murch, 1877. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and they are as follow : — 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 45.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary ef State, presented to the House a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 18th February, 1878, — 
prayiog that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, all reports, sur- 
veys, plans or alteration of plans, contracts or assignment of contracts, and Orders 
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in Council, made within the last two years, in connection with the enlargement of St. 
Pe‘er's Canal, in the Island of Cape Breton. 
Ordered, ‘That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 46.) 


The Honorable Mr. Bo:rinot moved, soconded by the Honorable Mr. Mac/.u'lane, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor Gcieral, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this Hou-c. any 
correspondence that the Government may have had respecting the sale of Canadian 
built ships in France, on the same favourable torms as are enjoyed by vessels of British 
coastraction ; also, any information that the Government’ may be able to give to this 
House relative to the admission of French products into this country on more favour- 
able terms than at’ present. , 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
ulrmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said A:‘klress be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Penny presented to the House a Bill intituled: “ An Agt to 
‘confer certain powers on the Montreal Building Association.” 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 


Honorable Mr. Montgomery, 
The House adjourned, 


Wednesday, 13th March, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 





The Honorable Messieurs 

Akins. Co nwall, * Kaulbach, Power, 
Alexander, Dever, Leonard, Poser, 
Alun, Dickey, Leuin, Price, 
Armand, Diskson, McClelan, Read, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, MeLelan, Ryan, 
Bellerose, Fabre, Me Muster, Scott, 
Benson, Ferguson, Macdonald, Seymour, 

Botsford, Ferrier, Macfarlane, Simpson, 

| Béurinot, Girard, Macpherson, Skead, 
Bureau, Glasier, ‘Miller, Stevens, 
Cunrpbell, Guévremont, Uontgomery, Sutherland, 
Marrall. Hamilton (Inkerman), Northup, Thibaudeau, 
Chafers, Hamilton (Kingston), Ode'l. Trudel, 
Chapais, Haviland, Päquet, Vidal, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Petleticr, Wark, 
Cormier, Hope, Penny, Wilmot. 


PRAYERS: 
Fr 


® 
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The following Petition was brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Bureau,—Of the Reverend W. Seers, and others, of St. 
Jean Chrysostôme, in the Province of Quebec. , 


The Order of the Day being read for consideration the of the Bill intituled : “ An 
‘ Act to incorporate The Regular Baptist Forcign Missionary Society of Ontario and 
4 Quebec,” as proposed to be amended by the Committee on Standing Orders and 
Private Bills, an : 

The said amendments being again read by the Clerk, | 

The Honorable Mr. McMaster moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 

That the said amendments be agréed to. 

Which being objected to, 

The Honorable Mr. Bellerose moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Trudel, 

That the question be not now put on the said motion, but that the said Bill as 
proposed to be amended, be referred to the Judges of the Supreme Court for their 
opinion, whether it is not a measure which falls within the class of subjeets assigned 
exclusively to Provincial Legislatures under section 92, sub-section 11 of the “‘ British 
“North America Act, 1867,” and section 93 of the said Act. 

Which being objected to, and 

His Honor the Speaker being called upon to decide the question, stated,—That 
by the 55th Rule, the Senate had reserved the right tosubmit any Bill to the Judges 
of the Supreme Court for their examination and report, as to any point in connection 
with such Bill, expressed in the order of reference, and that the rule was not imper- 
ative, but that in all cases the reference must be made before the second reading 
of the Bill. Therefore the motion was out of order, and the question could not be 

ut. | 

P And the question being put. 

That the said amendments be agreed to, and the same being objected to, 

The question of concurrence was put thereon, and it was, on a division, resolved 
in the affirmative. | 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. McMaster, seconded by the Honorable,Mr. 
Wilmot, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill, to which they desire their concurrence. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“An Act to confer certain powers on the Montreal Building’ Association,” 

The Honorable Mr. Penny moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bureau, 

That the said Order be discharged, and that the Bill bo xead a second time on 
Friday next. ~ 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton ( Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Botsford, | 
The House adjourned. 


| 


| 
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Thursday, 14th March, 1878. 


The Members convened were 


Campbell, 
Carrall, 


PRAYERS: 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speakcr. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Cornwall, Kaulbach, 
Dever, Leonard, 
Dickey, Lewin, 
Dickson, McClelan, 

| Dumouchel, McDonald, 
Fabre, Me Lelan, 
Ferguson, Mc Master, 
Ferrier, Macdonald, 
Girard, Macfarfane, 
Glasier, Macphersm, 
Guévremont, Miller, 


Hamilton, (Inkerman.) Montgomery, 
Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, ' 
Odell 


Haviland, ell, 
Haythorne, Pdquet, 
Hope, Pelletier, 
Howlan, | Penny, 


Seymour, 
Simpson, 
Skead, 
Stevens, 
Sutherland, 
Thibaudeau, 
Trudel, 
Vidal, 
Wark, 
Wilmot. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day the following Petition was read :— 


83 


Of David D. Robertson, of the Township of Hinchinbrook, in the Province of 
Quebec ; praying that measures may be a: loptod to protect and secure the rights of 
the Indians of Two Mountains. 


? 


of Commons on the Printing of Parliament, presented their Third Report. 
Ordered, That it be received, and 


The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


The Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing of P 


submit tho following as their Third Report. 
The Committee carefully examined the following documents, and recommend that 
they be printed, viz. : — 


Return to Address,— Reports by Admiral De Horsey respecting Ports suitab'e for 
à terminus of the Canadian Pacific Railway in British Columbiu, and correspondence 
with the Impe:ial Government. 


FR 


CoMMITTEE Room, 
13th March, 1878. 


arliament beg leave to 


The Honorable Mr. Bureau, from the Joint Committee of the Senate and House 
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Return to Order.—Report of the late Mr. Hazlewood, C.E., on the approximate 
cost ot the Fort Francis Locks. | 

Return to Order, —Expenses of the trip of His Excellency the Governor Genpral 
to Munitoia, similar to that contained in the Public Avcounts with re-poct to His 
Excellency’s trip to British Columbia. 

Return to Order,—Shewing the objects and expense incurred by each of the 
Special Committees appointed by the House of Commons during the past tour years, 
with the names of the persons who received payment 13 witresses or otuorwise, and 
the amounts received by each. (Hach year’s recapitulation only to be printed.) 

Return to Order,—Shewing the nature and value of all manufactures and other 
articles exchanged between Canada and the Australiau Colonies from Ist July 1876, 
toguther with copies of the Tariffs of those Culonies, &c. | 

Return to Orders, -Showing the sums oxpended on Public Works chargeable to . 
Income in 1874-5, 1875-6 and 1876-7 for which votes had been obtaine! in the 
Esiimates of 1873-4. and also o Works chargeable to Capital. 

Copy of Ord nances made by His Honor the Lieutenant-Governor and Council of 
the North West Territories, on the 22nd March, 1877. 


The Commi:tce also recommend that the foliowing documents be not printed, viz :— 


Petitions of the Rev. J. Vequsis, and others ; praying for the adoption of such 
legislation as may be neccssary to secure the more perfect working of Railways in 
‘Canada, &c. ° 

Return to Order,—Statoment shewing the particulars of all amounts, in addition 
to salary, paid to any General or Departmental Officer of the Intercolonial Railway 
during tke ,ear 1876. 

Return to Order,—Showing the expenditure during the last two years ending 
January 31st, 1877, for carpets, furniture, &c., for the General Offices of the Inter- 
colonial Railway at Moncton. 

General Rules of the Maritime Court of Ontario ; also Tariff of Suitors’ Fees. 

Return tv Order,—Shewing the quantity and quality, &., of lumber supplied by 
Mr. Adolphe G «gnon, for each of the Piers of Baie St. Paul, Malbaie, and Hbvulements, 
and the price ) uid, during 1875-6. 

Return to Order,—Shewins the respective sums of money paid to the Government 
of British Colu:, bia, in accordance with Sec. 2, Cap. 17, 37 Vie. 

Return to Urder,—Names of the Militiamen of 1812 and 1813 who died betweeh 
the Ist March, 1676, and Ist January, 1878. 

Return to Order,—Statoment showing the rivers under lease in the Counties of 
Rimouski, Gaspé and Bonaventure, and also those on the north coast of the St. Law- 
rence, from the River Saguenay down to the Mingan Islands. 

Return to Order —Report of the Inspector of Fisheries for British Columbia for 
1877, with statement of the expenditure connected therewith. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 


J. SIMPSON, 
Chairman, Senate. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 


Then, on motivn of the Honorable Mr. Burequ, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Penny, it was . 

Ordered, That the said Report be taken into consideration by the House, on 
Monday next. 


Tho Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Wilmot, 

That an humble Address be presented to Hix Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Lxcellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
any correspondenco that the Government may have respecting a Kailway Bridge 
:cross the Falls at St. John, New Brunswick, -0 as to connect the Government work 
kiown as the Intereolonial Railway, with that of Western Extension at said Falls. 
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The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presentéd to His Excollency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Hon >rable Mr. Atkins moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Ryan, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General, praying that His Excellency will be plensed to cause to be laid before this 
House, copies of all contracts, specifications, advertisements, Aotices or information 
on which tenders were invited for the construction of Houses for the Engineers 
on the Branch of the Canada Pacific Railway from Fort William to Selkirk—giving 
the names of the papers in which such advertisements or notices appeared, the number 
of insertions given, the cost of each House and the distance of each from the castern 
terminus, the names of the contractors or persons negotiating for such contracts, the 
number of Houses built to the present time, with the amount paid the contractor or 
contractors on each contract and the number of those Houses dextroyed by fire, if any. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Addrois be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Report of the 
Select Committec to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “ An Act for the rolief of 
“ George Frothingham Johnston,” together with the evidence taken before the said 
Committee. ° 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Stevens, 
it was ° 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until Monday next. 


~ The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Report of the 
Select Committee to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act for the relief of 
“ Hugh Hunter,” togethér with the evidence taken before the said Committee, 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Aikins, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Mc Master, it was 
Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


Then, on motion of ‘the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Montgomery, 
The House adjourned. 


The Members convened were 


Cochrane, 


PRAYERS : 


15th MARCH. 


Friday, 15th March, 1878: 


The Honorable Messieurs 


* Cormier, 


Cornwall, 
Dever, 
Dickey, 
Dickson. 
Dumouchel, 
Fabre, 
Ferguson, 
Girard, 
Giasier, 
Grant, 


Guevremont, 


Howlan, 


_ Kaulbach, 


Leonard, 


Lewin, 


McClelan, 
McLelan: 
McMaster. 
Macdonald, 
Macfarlane, 


1 Macpherson, 


Miller, 
Montgomery, 


Hamilton (Inkerman), Northup, 
Hamilton (Kingston), Odell, 


Haviland, 
Haythorne, 
Hope, 


uel, 
Pelletier, 
Penny, 


Tho Honorable DA VID CHRISTIE, Speaker.‘ 


Power, 
Pozer, 
Price, 
Read, 
Reesor, 
Ryan, 
Scott, 
Seymour, 
Simpson, 
Skead, 
Stevens, 
Sutherland, 
Thibaudeau, 
Trudel, 
Vidal, 
Wark, 
Wilmot. 


The following Petitions were brought up and laid on the Table :— 


A 1878 


By the Honorable Mi. Reesor,—Of James Goodwin, and others, Directors of the 
Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance Company, and of A. F. Banks, and others, of the 
City of Toronto, in the Province of Ontario. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petition was read :— 


Of the Reverend W. Seers, and others, of St. Jean Ohrysostéme, in the Province 
of Quebec; complaining that the Grand Trank Railway Company fails to falfil the 
duties and obligations of the former Champlain Railway Company, imposed upon the 
said Grand Trunk Railway by 20 Vic., Cap. 147, and praying that an Act may be 


passed to secure the good working of Railways in Canada. 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A Return of the Baptisms, 
Marriages and Burials in the Districts of Chicoutimi and Quebec, Province of Quebec, 


for the year 1877. 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and they are as follow : -— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 13.) 
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The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committoe on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, presented their Ninth Report. | 

Ordered, That it be received, and | 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


THe SENATE 
CommTTEE Room, 
15th March, 1878. 


The Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bills have the honor to present 
the following as their Ninth Report: 

Your Committoe have examined the following Petitions, and find that sufficient 
notice has been given in each case, viz : — ; 

Of C. Burpee, and others, of Charlotte County, in the Province of New Brunswick ; 
praying for the passage of an Act authorizing the construction of a Railway Bridgo 
across the St. Croix River. 

Of G. B. Burland, of the City of Montreal; praying for an Act to authorize the 
Commissioner of Patents to continue in force, for a period of ten years from the Ist 
day of April, 1878, certain’ Letters Patent heretofore granted to George Mathew for 
anew Bunk Note Printing Ink, and also praying that the said Letters Patent may 
bé extended to the whole Dominion. | 

Your Committee have also examined the Petition of the Rev. William Jolliffe, and 
others. of the County of Durham, in the Province of Ontario, Members of the Asso- 
ciation called the Missionary Socicty of the Bible Christian Church of Canada ; 
praying for an Act of Incorporation, and find the notice insufficient in point of time. 

oar Committee, however, roconimend the suspension of the 51st Rule in this case, as 
it will be competent for them, as Committee on Private Bills, to provide that no injury 
to any party shall arise therefrom. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 


WILLIAM MILLER, 
Ohairman. 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it was ‘ 

Ordered, that the Fifty-first Rule of this House be dispensed with, in so fur as it 
relates to the Petition of the Reverend William Jolliffe, as recommended in the Ninth 
Report of the Committee on Standing Orders and Privato Bills. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it was 

Ordered, That the time for receiving Petitions for Private Bills bo extended to 
Wednesday, the twentieth day of March, instant, and the time for presenting Private 
Bills be extended to Tuesday, the twenty-sixth day.of March, instant. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Raturn 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the l5th February, 1878, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, copies of all 
specifications on which tonders were invited to construct the Lake Superior and Fort 
Garry sections of the Canadian Pacific Telegraph ; also, copies of ail correspondence 
between the Government and persons tendering for the same; also, copies of all 
contracts for the construction of the several portions thereof. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 52.) 


» 


The Members convened were 


Botsford, 
Bourinot, 
Brown, 
Bureau, 
Campbell, 
Carrall, 
Chafers, 
Chapais, 
Chinic, 
Cochrane, 


PRAYERS : 


15th MARCH. 


- A 1878 


! 


Friday, 15th March, 1878 


Tho Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker.’ 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Cormier, 
Cornwall, 
Dever, 
Dickey, 
Dickson. 
Dumouchel, 
Fabre, 
Ferguson, 
Girard, 
(iasier, 
Grant, 
Guevremont, 


Howlan, 
_ Kaulbach, 
Leonard, 
Lewin, 
McClelan, 
McLelan: 
McMaster. 
Macdonald, 
Macfarlane, 
* Macpherson, 
Miller, 
Montgomery, 


Hamilton (Inkerman), Northup, 
Hamilton (Kingston), Odell. 


Haviland, Pdguet, 
Haythorne, Pelletier, 
Hope, Penny, 


Power, 
Pozer, 
Price, 
Read, 
Reesor, 
Ryan, 
Scott, 
Seymour, 
Simpson, 
Skead, 
Stevens, 
Sutherland, 
Thrbaudeau, 
Trudel, - 
Vidal, 
Wark, 
Wilmot. 


The following Petitions were brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mi. Reesor,—Of James Goodwin, and others, Directors of the 
Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance Company, and of A. F. Banks, and others, of the 
City of Toronto, in the Province of Ontario. 


Parsuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petition was read :— 


Of the Reverend W. Seers, and others, of St. Jean Ohrysostôme, in the Province 
of Quebec ; complaining that the Grand Trunk Railway Company fails to fulfil the 
duties and obligations of the former Champlain Railway Company, imposed upon the 
said Grand Trunk Railway by 20 Vic., Cap. 147, and praying that an Act may be 
passed to secure the good working of Railways in Canada. 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A Return of the Baptisms, 
Marriages and Burials in the Districts of Chicoutimi and Quebec, Province of Quebec, 


for the year 1877. 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and they are as follow : -— 
( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 13.) 
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The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committoe on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, presented their Ninth Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and | 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


THE SENATE 
Cowsarrez Room, 
15th March, 1878. 


The Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bills have the honor to present 
the following as their Ninth Report: 

Your Committce have examined the following Petitions, and find that sufficient 
notice has been given in each case, viz :— . 

Of C. Burpee, and others, of Charlotte County, in the Province of New Brunswick ; 
praying for the passage of an Act authorizing the construction of a Railway Bridgo 
across the St. Croix River. 

Of G. B. Burland, of the City of Montreal; praying for an Act to authorize the 
Commissioner of Patents to continue in force, for a period of ten years from the Ist 
day of April, 1878, certain Letters Patent heretofore granted to George Mathew for 
a new Bank Note Printing Ink, and also praying that the said Letters Patent may 
bé extended to the whole Dominion. | 

Your Committee have also examined the Petition of the Rev. William Jolliffe, and 
others, of the County of Durham, in the Province of Ontario, Members of the Asso- 
ciation called the Missionary Socicty of the Bible Christian Church of Canada ; 

raying for an Act of Incorporation, and find the notice insufficient in point of time. 

our Com mittee, however, roconimend the suspension of the 51st Rule in this case, as 
it will be competent for them, as Committee on Private Bilis, to provide that no injury 
to any party shall arise therefrom. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 


WILLIAM MILLER, 
Chairman. 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it Was 

Ordered, that the Fifty-first Rule of this House be dispensed with, in so far as it 
relates to the Petition of the Reverend William Jolliffe, as recommended in the Ninth 
Report of the Committee on Standing Orders and Privato Bills. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by tbe Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it was 

Ordered, That the time for receiving Petitions for Private Bills bo extended to 
Wednesday, the twentieth day of March, instant, and the time for presenting Private 
Bills be extended to Tuesday, the twenty-sixth day.of March, instant. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Raturn 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 15th February, 1878, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, copies of all 
Fecilications on which tonders were invited to constract the Lake Superior and Fort 
arry sections of the Canadian Pacific Telegraph ; also, copies of all correspondence 
between the Government and persons tendering for the same; also, copies of all 
contracts for the construction of the several portions thereof. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


. ( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 52.) 


» 
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The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return: 
to an Addro-s to His Excolloncy the Governor General, dated the 27th February, 
1878, praying [is Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this Ilouse, 
copies of all Reports made to tho Minister charged with the administration of 
Dominion wands, as well as of all documents and evidence forming part thereof, 
undor the Act 38 Victoria, Chapter 54, by any Commissioner or Commissioners 
‘appointed under the said Act; also copies of all lists of lands prepared from time to 
time by the Surveyor Goneral of Dominion Lands, in accordance with the provisions 
of the cighth section of the said Act. 

Ordered, That the same do lic on the Table, and it is as follows:— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 53.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the Housc a Return to 
an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated 14th February, 1878, 
praying that he will be pleased to lay before this House, a Statement shewing the 
amount of money expended during the past year on the L’ Ardoise Breakwater in the- 
Island of Cape Breton, and the mode of such expenditure, with the authority therefor. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 54.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return to 
on Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 20th February, 1878, 
sraying he will be pleased to lay before this House, copios of all Orders in Council 
Rep ts, recommendations ani correspondence and any other information in the 
possession of the Government relative to the fixing of the headquarters of the Inter- 
ecloutal Railway at Moncton. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Pupers, No. 21.) . 


The Honorable Mr. Reesor presented to the House a Bill intituled: “An Act 
“relating to incorporated Companies authorized to lend money.” 

Tho said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Reesor, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Leonard, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Tuesday next. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott presented to the House a Bill intituled: “ An Act 
“respecting the traffic in Intoxicating Liquors.” 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That tho said Bill be read a second time on Wednesday next. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: ‘“ An Act to reduce the Capital Stock of the Merchants’ Bank of Cunada,” to 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time, . 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bureau, 
it was 
Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Monday next. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons, by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: ‘ An Act to incorporate the ‘ Société de Construction Mutuelle” under the 
name of the ‘ Société de Préts de Placements de Québec,’ and for other purposes,” to 
‘which they desire the concurrence of this House. 
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The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Baillargeon, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Bellerose, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Tuesday next. 


Parsuant to the Order of the Day, the Billintituled: “ An Act to confer certain 
“powors on the Montrea! Building Association,” was road a second timo. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bureau, 
it was . 

Ordered. That the raid Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. | 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Report of the 
_ Select Committee to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act for the relief of 
“ Hugh Hunter,” together with the evidence taken before the said Committee, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Aikins, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Odell,. 
it was 

Ordered, That the-sume be postponed until Monday next. 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), soconded by the 


Honorable Mr. Botsford, , 
The House adjourned until Monday next, at Three o’clock in the arternuun. 


ER te 


Monday, 18th March, 1878. 


The Members convened were \ 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cornwall, Howlan, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, Power, 
Allan, Dickey, Leonard, Pozer, 
Armand, Dickson, Lewin, Price, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McU'lelan, Read, 
Belleroge, Fubre, Me Donald, Reesor, - 
Benson, Ferguson, Mc Lelan, Ryan, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Me Master, Scott, 
Bourinot, Girurd, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Brown, Glosier, — Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Bureau, Grant, Macpherson, Skead, 
Campbell, Guevremont, Miller, Stevens, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Inkerman), Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, . Trude, 
Chapais, Haviland, Odell, Vidal, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Paquet, Wark, 
Cormier, Hope, Pelletier, . Wilmot. 
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The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House, —Returns of the Baptisms, 
Marriages and Burials in the Districts of Arthabaska, Kamouraska and St. Francis, 
in the Province of Quebec, for the year 1877. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and they are as follow :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 13.) 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,-A List of the Share- 
‘holders of the Molson’s Bank, as on the 28th February, 1878. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, Na. 15.) , 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, 
‘Commerce and Railwavs, to whom was again referred the Bill intituled: “ An Act 
‘ to incorporate the Fishwick's Express and Merchants’ Forwarding Company,” and 
amendments thereto, reported that they had again gone through the said Bill and 
amendments, and had directed him to report the same with certain amendments in 
lieu of those previously reported. 

The said amendments were then read by the Clork, as follow :— 


Pago 1, line 24.—After “ Company ” insert “ (Limited).” 

Page 1, line 29.—Leave out “fifty ” and insert “‘ one hundred.” 

Page 1, line 30.—Leave out “one ” and insert “ two.” 

Page 3, line 13.—After “Corporation ” insert “ until after the first election under 
“this Act.” | 

Page 3, line 31.—Leave out “ ten” and insert ‘ five.” 

Page 3, line 32.—Leave out from “ Stock” to “ this,” in line 43, being the whole 
of the twelfth clause, and insert Clause A. 


Clause A. 


“The whole of the capital stock of the said Corporation shall be subscribed ; and 
“five per centum on the amounts thereof shall be paid up, and the said Corporation 
“shall proceed with its operations under this Act within three years from and after 
“the passing of this Act, in default of which this Act shall bocome and be null and 
“void and of no effect, and all and every the rights and privileges conferred by this 
“ Act shall be forfeited.” | 


In the title of the Bill. 


After “ Company,” insert “ (Limited).” 

The said amendments being again read, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickson, 
it was | 

Ordered, That the said amendments be agreed to. 

Then the Honorable Mr. Miller moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickson, 

That the said Rill be read a third timo presenily. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on «a div sion, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? ’ 

It wus resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill, to which they desire their concurience. 








41 Victoria. 18th MARCH. gt 


The Honorable Mr. Simpson, presented to the House a Bill intituled: “ An Act 
“to incorporate the Missionary Society of The Bible Christian Church in Canada.” 

The said Bill was read for tho first time. 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Wednesday, the twentieth 
day of March instant. , 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the Third 
Report of the Joint Committee of the Senate and House of Commons on the Printing 
of Parliament, and ’ 

The same being again read by the Clerk, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Atkins, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, 
it wax 

Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


Tho Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Report of the 
Select Committee to whom was referred the Bill intituled: ‘“ An Act for the rolief of 
“George Frothingham Johnston,” together with the evidence taken before the said 
Committee, \ 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard, 
it was 

Ordered, That tho same be postponed until to-morrow. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled : “ An Act to reduce the 
“Capital Stock of the Merchants’ Bank of Canada,” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Ryan, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. ° | 


Tbe Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Report of the . 
Select Committee to whom was referred the Bill intituled: ‘“ An Act for the relief of 
“ Hugh Hunter,” together with the evidence taken before the said Committee, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Atkins, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, 
it was 

Ordrred, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


Then, on motion of the Ilonorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Montgomery, 
The House adjourned. 
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Tuesday, 19th March, 1878. 


The Members convened were 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 





Aikins, Cornwall, Howlan, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, Power, 
Allan, Dickey, Leonard, Fozer, 
Armand, Dickson, Levin, Price, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McClelan, Read, 
Bellerose, Fabre, McDonald, Reesor, 
Benson, Ferguson, McLelan, Ryan, 
Botsford, Ferrier, McMaster, Scott, 
Bourinot, . Girard, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Brava, Glasier, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Bureau, . Grant, Macpherson, Skead, 
Cari bell, Guévremont, Miller, Stevens, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Inkerman), Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Chajffers, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Trudel, 
Chapais, Haviland, Odell, Vidal, 
Cochrune, Haythorne, Paquet, Wark, 
Cormier, Hope, Pelletier, Wilmot. 
PRAYERS : 


The following Petition was brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Trudel,—Of the Reverond F. L. H. Blythe, and others, of 
Ste. Martine, in the Province of Quebec. | _ 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, tho following Petitions were read :— 


Of James Goodwin, and others, Directors of the Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance 
Company, and of A. F. Banks, and others, of the City of Toronto, in the Province of 
Onta:io ; severally praying that the Act 40 Vic., Cap. 42, may be so amended as 10 
exempt the Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance Company from its operation. 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, Con} 
merce and Railways, to whom was reterred the Bil] intituled: “An Act respectiny 
“the Montreal and City of Ottawa Junction Railway Company,” reported that they 
had gone through tho said Bill, and had directed him to report the same with two 
amendments, which he was ready to submit whenever the House would be pleased to 
receive them. | 

Ordered, That the Report be now receivel. and 

Toe said amendments were then read by tho Clerk, as follow :— 


Pago 1, line 24.—After “foree” insert “and all claims which can be established 
“in a court of law or equity.” ‘ 
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Page 1, line 29.—Leave out from “incorporation” tn tho first “Tho” in line 
penuit. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Campbell, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Dickson, it was 

Ordere:l, That the said amondments be taken into consideration by the House 
to-morruw. 


The Honorable Mr. Macpherson having called the attention of the House to the 
public expenditure of the Dominion, especially that portion of it which is largely 
within the control of the Administration, with a viow to inquireof the Government 
how it is proposed to restore the equilibrium between income and expenditure. 

After Debate 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 
it Was . 
Ordercd, That the said Debate be postponed until to-morrow, and do then stand 
as the first item upon the Orders of that day, and take precedence of nll Notices of 
Motion. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bil 
intituled : ‘“ An Act to revive and amend tho Act incorporating the Montreal and 
“Champlain Junction Railway Company,” to which they desiie the concurrence of 
this House. 

The said Bill was read for tho first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Ferrier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Botsford, it was / 

Ordered, That the -aid Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“An Act relating to incorporated Companies authorized to lend money,” 
_ On motion of the Lonorable Mr. Reesor, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard, 
iL Was 

Ordered. That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


The Under of the Day being read for the second rehding of the Bill intituled : 
“An Act to incorporate the ‘ Société de Construction Mutuelle’ under the name of 
“the ‘ Société de Prétset Placements de Québec,’ and for other purposes,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Buillargeon, secouded by the Honorable Mr. 
Bellerose, it was | 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Report of the 
Select Committee to whom was referred the Bill intituled : “An Act for the relief 
“of Gecrge Frothingham Johnston,” together with the evidence taken before the said 
Committee, . res” 

_ On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Mc Master, 
it Was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


_. The Order of the Day being read for tho consideration of tho Report of the 
Select Committee to whom,was referred the Bill intituled: “ An Act for the relief of 
* Hugh Hunter,” together with the evidence taken before the said Committee. 

‘Tae Honorable Mr. Aikins moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard, 

Toat the said Report be xdopted. 

The question of concurrence being put thervon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative. 

Toe Honorable Mr. A:kings moved, seconded by the Houorable Mr. Leonard, 

That the said Bill for the re iefof Hugh Hunter be read a third time to-morrow. 
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The question of concurrence being put thercon, the same was, on a division, 


resolved in the affirmative, and 
Ordered, accordingly. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Wark, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 


Baillargeon, 
The House adjourned. 


Wednesday, 20th March, 1878. 


The Members convened were à 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Dever, Kaulbach, ‘ 
Alexander, Dickey, Leonard, 
Allan, Dickson, Lewin, 
Armand, Dumouchel, McClelan, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, — McDonald, 
Bellerose, Ferguson, McLelan, 
Benson, . Ferrier, McMaster, 
Botsford, Girard, Macdonald, 
Bourinot, Glasier, Macfarlane, | 
Brown, Grant, Macpherson, 
Bureau, Guévremont, Miller, 
Campbell, Hamilton,(Inkerman,) Montgomery, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, 
Chaffers, Haviland, Odell, 
Chapais, ,* Haythorne, Pdquet, 
Cochrane, Hope, Pelletier, 
Cormier, Howlan, Penny, 
Cornwall, 

PRAYERs : 


Power, 
Pozer, 
Price, 
Read, 
Reesor, 
Ryan, 
Scott, 
Seymour, 
Simpson, 
Skead, 
Smith, 
Stevens, 
Sutherland, 
Trudel, 
Vidal, 
Wark, 
Wilmot. 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A Return of the Baptisms, 
Marriages and Burials, in the County of Gaspé, for the year 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 13.) 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, Com- 
merce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act to reduce the 
“ Capital Stock of the Merchants’ Bank of Canada,” reported that they had gone 
through the said Bill, and bad directed him to report the same to the House, without 


any amendment. 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bureau, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. . 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that. 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill without any amendment. 


The Honorable Mr. Guévremont moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Armand, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 

praying that His Excellency will be pleased to transmit to this House, all corres- 

pondence, letters, documents, petitions, and generally all complaints and remgnatrances - 

made to the Montreal Harbour Commissioners at Montreal, against persons in their 

employ residing at Sorel, during the five years next preceding the first day of January 
t 


The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the- 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered. That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The House, according to Ordor, resuméd the adjourned Debate on the Ionorablo 
Mr. Maepherson's inquiry, viz.:—That he will call attention to the public expenditure 
of the Dominion, especially that portion of it which is largely within the control of” 
the Administration, and will inquire of the Government how it is proposed to restoro 
the equilibrium between income and expenditure. 

After Debate, | | 

On-motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That further Debate on the said Inquiry be postponed until to-morrow, 
and do then stand as the first item upon the Orders of that day, and take precedence 
of all Notices of Motion. 


The Order of the Day being read for the third reading of the Bill intituled “ An 
“Act for the relief of Hugh Hunter.” ; 

The Honorable Mr. Atkins moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McMaster, 

That the said Bill be now read a third time. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, ona division, 
resolved in-the affirmative. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was, on a division, resolved in the affirmative. ; 

Ordered, That the Clork do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill, to which they desire their concurrence. 


The clonorable Mr. Atkins moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McMaster, 

That x message bo sent to the House of Commons by one of the Masters in 
Chancery, to communicate to that House the Evidence taken before the Select 
Committee to whom was referred the Bill intituled : “ An Act for the relief of Hugh 
“ Hunter,’ with a request that the same muy be returned to this House. - - 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resoived in the affirmative, and ° | 

Ordered accordingly. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading ‘of the Bill intituled: 
“An Act respecting the traffic in Tutoxicating Liquors,” 


* 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, soconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, it 
Was 
Ordered, That the same be postponed until Friday next. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
6 An Act to incorporate the Missionary Society of The Bible Christian Church in 
‘“ Canada,” 

The Honorable Mr. Simpson moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, 

That the said Bill be now read a second time. 

The Honorable Mr. Bellerose moved in amendment, seconded by the Honorable 
Mr. Armand, 

To leave out “ now,” and after “time” to insert “on Tuesday noxt.” 

The question of concurrence being put theron, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative. 

The question being then put on the main motion, as amended, the same was 
also resolved in the affirmative, and ' 

Ordered accordingir., 


The House, according to Order, proceeded tv the cunsideration of the amendments 
proposed by the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways to the Bill inti- 
tuled: ‘An Act respecting the Montreal and City of Oltawa Junction Railway 
“ Company,’ and É 

The same being again read by the Clerk, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Skead, seconded by tho Honorable Mr. Hamil- 
ton (Inkerman), it was 

Ordered, That the said amendments be agreed to.  : 

Then, on motion of the Honoruble Mr. Skead, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Hamilton (Inkerman), it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pase? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do so down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Senate have passed this Bill, to which they desire their concur- 
rence. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intitulel: “An Act to revive and 
“amend the Act incorporating the Montreal and Champlain Junction Railway Com- 
“ pany,” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Ferrier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bourinot, 
it was 
Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the ‘Bill intituled : 
“ An Act relating to incorporated Companies authorized to lend money,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Reesor, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Simpson, 
it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second seading of the Bill intituled: 
‘“ An Act to incorporate the ‘ Société de Construction Mutuelle’ under the name of the 
‘€ Société de Prêts et Placements de Québec,’ and for other purposes,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Baillargeon, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Pelletier, it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 





41 Victoria. 20th MARCH, | 97 





The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Report of the 
Select Committee to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “ An Act for the relief 
“of George Frothingham Johnston,” together with the evidence taken before the said 
Committee, , 

The Honorable Mr. Penny moved, seconded by the Honorsble Mr. McMaster, 

That the said Report be adopted. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative. 

The Honorable Mr. Penny moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McMaster, 

: st the said Bill for the relief of George Frothingham Johnston be now read a 
third time. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was, on a division, resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill, to which they desire their concurrence. 


The Honorable Mr. Penny moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McMaster, 

That a message be sent to the House of Commons by one of the Masters in 
Chancery, to communicate to that House the Evidence taken before the Select 
Committee to whom was referred the Bill intituled : “ An Act for the relief ef George 
Frothingham Johnston and the papers roferred to them, with a request that the same 
may be returned to this House. 

The question of concurrence being put theroon, the samo was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly. 


o Then, on motion of tho Honorable Mr. Botsford, soconded by the Honorable Mr. 
dell, | . 
The House adjourned. 
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Thursday, 21st March, 1878. 


‘The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker, 


The Hororable Messieurs 


Atkins, Cornwall, Howlan, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, Power, 
Allan, Dickey, Leonard, Pozer, 
Armand, Dickson, Lewin, Price, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McClelan, Read, 
Bellerose, Fabre, McDonald, Reesor, 
Benson, Ferguson, Mc Lelan, Ryan, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Mc Master |, Scott, 
Bourinot, Girard, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Brown, Glasier, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Bureau, Grant, Macpherson, Skead, 
Campbell, Guévremont, Miller, Smith, 
Carrali, Hamilton (inkerman), Montgomery, Stevens, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Sutherland, 
Chapais, Haviland, Odell, Vidal, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Pdquet, Wark, 
Cormier, Hope, Pelletier. Wilmot. 
PRAYERS: 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day the following Petition was read :— 


Of the Reverend #. L. H. Blythe, and others, of Ste. Martine, in the Province of 
Quebec ; complaining that the Grand Trunk Railway Company fails to fulfil the duties 
and obligations of the former Champlain Railway Company imposed upon the said 
Grand Trunk Railway Company by 20 Vic., Cap. 147, and praying that an Act may 
be passed to secure the good working of Railways in Canada. 


- The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A List of the Shareholders 
of the Pictou Bank for the year 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Tablo, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 15.) 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: “ An Act to extend to the Province of Prince Edward Island ‘ the Railway 
‘ Act, 1868,’ and certain Acts amending the same,” to which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. | 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was . 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a sccond timo on Tuesday next. 
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The House, according to Order, resumed the adjourned Debate on the Honorable 
Mr. Macpherson’s inquiry :—That he will call attention to the public expenditure of 
the Dominion, especially that portion of it which is largely within the control of the 
Administration, and will inquire of the Government how it is proposed tv restore the 
equilibrium between income and expenditure. 

After Debate, 

On motion of tho Honorable Mr. Brown, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, 
it was - 

Ordered, That further Debate on the said Inquiry be postponed until to-morrow, 
and it do then stand as the first item upon the Orders of that day. 


The Honorable Mr. Girard moved, seconded by the Honorablo Mr. Read, 

That the evidence taken from time to time before the Select Committee appointed 
to continue the investigation and to inquiro into all the questions relating to the 
purchase of the property at Fort William for a terminus to the Canadian Pacific 
Railway, be printed for the use of the Members of this House, but that no copies 
thereof’ be delivered, except to the Members of the Committee, until farther order. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, it was resolved in the affirmative, 
and 

Ordered accordingly. 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Wark, seconded by the Honorable Mr 
MeClelan, 

The House adjourned. 








Friday, 22nd March, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cornwall, Howlan, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, Power, 
Allan, Dickey, Leonard, Pozer, 
Armand, Dickson, Levin, Price, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McClelan, Read, 
Bellerose, Fabre, McDonald, Reesor, 
Benson, Ferguson, Mc Lelan, Ryan, 
Botsford, Ferrier, McMaster, Scott, 
Bourinot, Girard, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Brown, Glasier, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Bureau, Grant, Macpherson, Skead, 
Campbe 1, Guévremont, Miller, Smith, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Inkerman), Montgomery, Stevens, 
Chafers, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Sutherland, 
Chapais, Haviland, Odell, Vidal, 
Chinic, Haythorne, Pédquet, Wark, 
Cochrane, Hope, Pelletier, Wilmot. 
Cormier, | ‘ 
PRAYERS ~ 
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The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committee on Standing Orders and Priva'e 
Bills, presented their Tenth Report. | 

Ordered, That it be received, and . 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


THE SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE Room, 
22nd March, 1878. 


The Committtee on Standing Orders and Private Bills have tre honor to 
present the following as their Tenth Report: 

Your Committee have examined the Petition of Eliza Maria Campbell, of Whitby, 
in the County of Ontario, wife of Robert Campbell, of the same place; praying for 
leave to prosecute her ‘“ Cause of Divorce in formd pauperis, that any rules and 
‘ orders which may prevent her from appearing or proceeding therein, may be 
“ suspended, and that a new Bill, if necessary, may be passed, identical in terms, as 
“ nearly as may be, with the Bill of last Session,” and find that no notice has been 
given, and do not recommend tho suspension of the 51st Rule. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

WILLIAM MILLER, 
Chairman. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. , 


The Honorable Mr. Wilmot moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bureau, 

That an hamble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a 
detailed Statement of all expenses, commissions and disbursements made by Govern- 
ment, for the purchase of American Silver Coin since tho Ist day of July, 1867, and 
to whom paid ; the amountof Debentures issued for such purpose, and at what rate 
of interest, and under what Statute or authority they were issued, what amount 
was paid out of current revenue, what amount of Debentures have been paid, and 
what amount are still outstanding, also, the amount of fractional currency issued, and 
the amount still outstanding. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, tho same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address b> presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 





| 

A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: “ An Act to amend and to consolidate, as amended, the several Acts 
“relating to the Quebec Fire Assurance Company,” to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Scott, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Tüesday next. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, acquainted the House thit he had 
a Message from His Excellency the Governor General under his sign manual, 
which His Excellency had commanded him to deliver to this House. 

The same was then read by the Clerk, and is as follows :— 


Dufferin. 

The Governor Gencral transmits to the Senate an Address from the Legislative 
Council of the Province of Quebec to the Senate; Also, an Address from the Legislative 
Assembly of the Province of Quebec to the Senate—on the subject of recent Ministerial 
changes in that Province. 


GOVERNMENT House, 
Ottawa, 22nd March, 1878. 
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° LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, 
Friday, 8th March, 1878. 
Resolved, That the following Address be presented to His Excellency the 
Governor-General of the Dominion of Canada, to the Senate and Commons of Canada, 
and to His Excellency the Lieutenant Governor of the Province of Quebee. 
Attest. 
E. Sragp, 
D.C. L.A. 


' LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, 
Friday, 8th March, 1878.  : 


Resolved, That the said Address be engrossed and signed by Mr. Speaker, and 
that it be transmitted to His Excellency the Lieutenant Governor of the Province of 
Quebec, with prayer that he transmit the same to his Excellency the Governor 
General of Canada, and that the said Address be also transmitted to the Senato and 
House of Commons of Canada. 

Attest. 
E. Srmann, 


D. C. L. À. 





TO THE HONORABLE THE MEMBERS OF THE SENATE, IN THE 
DOMINION OF CANADA, IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED. 


The humble {Address of the Legislative Assembly of the Provinte of Quebec, 
respectfully sheweth :— 


That it appears from the explanations given by the Honorable Mr. Angers, and 
from the official correspondence communicated to this House, that His Excellency the 
Lieutenant Governor acknowledges that the Members of the DeBoucherville Cabinet - 
have acted in good faith in the discharge of their duties; 

That His Excellency has allowed the measures submitted by the Government to 
this House, and to the Legislative Council, to be discussed and voted upon without 
order on his part to suspend them ; 

That, whilst assorting their devotion to our Gracious Sovereign, and their respect 
towards His Excellency the Lieutenant Governor of this Province, this House is of 
opinion : 

That the dismissal from office of the DeBoucherville Cabinet having taken place 
without reason, constitutes am imminent danger to the existence of responsible 
government in this Province, and is an abuse of power in contempt of the majority 
of this House, whose confidence they possessed, and still possess, and is a violation of 
the liberties and will of the people. 


And your petitioners will ever humbly pray. 


Louis BEAUBIEN, 
[L.S.] Speaker of the Legislative Assembly 
of the Province Quebec. 
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, 
Quebec, 8th March, 1878. 
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GOVERNMENT Housx, 
Quebec, 18th March, 1878. 


S1z,—I have the honor to forward you an Address to the Honorable the Senate 
of Canada, voted by the Legislative Council of the Province of Quebec on the 8th 
instant. . 

I have the honor to be, Sir, 
Your most obedient Servant, 
L. LETELLIER. 


The Honorable R. W. Scort, 
Secretary of State, Ottawa. 


LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL, 
Friday, 8th March, 1878. 


Resolved, That this Address be engrossed and signed by the Speaker of this 
House, and transmitted by him to His Excellency the Lieutenant Governor of the 
Province of Quebec, with a request that he will transmit it to His Excellency the 
Governor General of the Dominion of Canada, and to the Senate and House of Com- 
mons of Canada. ° 

Attest. 
BovucHER DEBoucHeERvIL_e, 


Clerk, Legislative Council. 


a 





TO THE HONORABLE THE SENATE OF THE DOMINION OF CANADA. 


The humble Address of the Honorable the Legislative Council of the Province 
of Quebec, respectfully sheweth :— 


That it appears from explanations given by the Honorable M. DeBoucherville, 
and from official correspondence communicated to this House, that His Excellency 
the Lieutenant Governor acknowledges that the Members of the DeBoucherville 
Cabinet acted in good faith in the discharge of their duties; 

That His Excellency;permitted the Bills submitted to this House, and to the 
Legislative Assembly, to be discussed and voted upon without any order on his part 
to suspend them ; , 

That, whilst expressing its loyalty and devotion to our Gracious Sovereign, and 
its respect for the Lieutenant Governor of this Province, this House is of opinion: 

That the dismissal from office of the DeBouchervile Cabinet having taken place 
without sufficient cause, constitutes an imminent danger to the maintenance of 
responsible government in this Province, is an abuse of power exercised in contempt 
of the majority of both Houses whose confidence they possessed, and still possess, 
and violation of the rights and will of the people. 


HENRY STARNES, 
Speaker, Legislative Council. 
LEGISLATIVE COUNOIL, 
Friday, 8th March, 1878. 


Ordered, That the same do lio on the Table. 
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A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bilt 
intituled: ‘“ An Act to provide that persons charged with common assault shall be 
“competent as Witnesses,’’ to which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

he said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Hamilton (Kingston), it was ° 

Ordered, 'Vhat the said Bill be read a second time on Tuesday next. 


A Message was brought from the Heuse of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: “An Act respecting the Bank of Liverpool,” to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. . 

The said Bill was read for tho first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Kaulbach, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Macfarlane, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Tuesday next. 


À Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled : “ An Act to incorporate The Ontario Mutual Life Assurance Company,” 
to which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. - 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Aikins, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Chapais, 
it was | 

Ordered, That the said Bill be rend a second time on Tuesday next. 


À M e was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bilk 
intituled : “An Act to authorize the Stadacona Fire and Life Insurance Company to 
“reduce its Capital Stock, and for other purposes,” to which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. " 
_ On motion of the Honorable Mr. Power, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Cochrane 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Tuesday next. 


The House, according to Order, resumed the adjourned Debate on the Honorable 
Mr. Macpherson’s inquiry :—That he will call attention to the public expenditure of 
the Dominion, especially that portion of it which is largely within the control of the 
Administration, and will inquire of the Government how it is proposed to restore the . 
equilibrium between income and expenditure. | 


After Debate, . 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Campbell, secouded by the Honorable Mr. 
Dickson, it was, 


Ordered, That further Debate on the said Inquiry be postponed until Tuesday 
next, and it do then stand as the first itom upon the Orders of that day. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“An Act relating to incorporated Companies authorized to lend money,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Campbell, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Dickson, it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until Tuesday next. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill-intituled : “An Act to incorporate the . 
“(Société de Construction Mutuelle, under the name of the ‘ Société&de Préts et Place- 
“ments de Québec,’ and for other purposes,” was read a second time. oy 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Baillargeon, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Pelletier, it was . Co 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. 
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The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“An Act respecting the traffic in Intoxicating Liquors,” 

On motion of tho Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it Was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until Tuesday next. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Pelletier 

The House adjourned until Tuesday next, the twenty-sixth day of March, at Eight 
o'clock in the evening. 


Tuesday, 26th March, 1878. 


The Members convened were 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorabic Messieurs 


Aikins, Cornwall, Howlan, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, Power, 
Armand, Dickey, Leonard, Pozer, 
Baillargeon, Dickson, _ Levin, Read, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, McClelan, Reesor, 
Benson, ; Fabre, McLelan, . Ryan, 
Botsford, Ferguson, Mc Master, Scott, 
Bourinot, Ferrier, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Bureau, Girard, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Campbell, Glasier, Macpherson, Skead. 
Carrall, Grant, . Miller, Stevens, 
Chaffers, Guévremont. Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Trudel, 
Chinic, Haviland, Odell, Vidal, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Pdquet, Wark, 
Cormier, Hope, Pelletier, Wilmot, 
PRAYEBS : 


The Honorable Mr. Howlan moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Haythorne, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excollency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a copy of all 
Contracts, Telegrams and agreements made in and about, and relating to the 
Service of the Marine and Fishery Department at Prince Edward Island, since the 
entry of said Island into the Dominion, in July, 1873. 


The question of concurrence being put thoreon, the same was resolved in the 


affirmative, and it was 
Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excelloncy the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 
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: The Honorable Mr. Carrall moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Alacdonald, 

Thst an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, all correspon- 
dence, offers or tenders that have been received for the leasing of the exclusive right 
of Salmon fishing and netting in the Frazer River, British Columbia. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: ‘An Act to authorize and confirm the scheme of arrangement of the 
parade Southern Railway Company,” to which they desire the concurrence of this 

ouse. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Dickson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bourinot 
it was 

Ordered, That the ssid Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 


? 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intitaled: “An Act to authorize the National Insurance Company to reduce its 
tL Capital Stock, and for other purposes,” to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Trudel, seconded by the Honorable Mr 
Cormier, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
iatituled : “An Act respecting the Northern Railway Company of Canada,” to 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of Honorable Mr. Campbell, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickson, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled : ‘“ An Act respecting the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada,” to 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Ferrier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bourinot, 
it was ; 
Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for resuming the adjourned Debate on the 
Honorable Mr. Macpherson's inquiry, viz:—That he will call attention to the public 
expenditure of the Dominion, especially that portion of it which is largely within the 
control of the Administration, and will inquire of the Government how it is proposed 
to restore the equilibrium between income and expenditure. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Campbell, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Miller, 
it was ; 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow, and that it do then stand 
as the first item upon the Orders of that day. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled - 
“ An Act to incorporate the Missionary Society of ‘The Bible Christian Church in 
ci Cana da,’ 9 
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The Honorable Mr. Simpson moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, 
. That the said Bill be now read a second time. 

The Honorable Mr. Bellerose moved in amendment, seconded by the Honorable 
Mr. Armand, 

That the question for the second reading of the said Bill intituled: ‘ An Act to 
“incorporate the Missionary Society of the Bible Christian Church in Canada,” be not 
now put, but the Bill be referred to the Judges of the Supreme Court for their 
opinion; Whether it is not a measure which falls within the class of subjects exclu- 
sively allotted to the Provincial Legislatures, undor Section 92, sub-Section 11, of the 
British North America Act, 1867, relating to “ The Incorporation of Companies with 
‘ Provincial objects” and sub-Section 13 of the same Section, relating to ‘“ Property 
“and civil rights in the Province,” and Section 93 relating to Education ? 

After Debate, 

The said motion, in amendment, was, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 

The question being then put on the original motion, the same was, on a 
division resolved in the affirmative, and 

The said Bill was read a second time accordingly. 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Standing Ordors 
and Private Bills. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: “An Act to extend to the 
“Province of Prince Edward Island ‘The Railway Act, 1858’ and certain Acts 
‘‘amanding tho same,” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committee of the whole House to- 
morrow. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled : .“ An Act to amend and to 
“consolidate, as amended, the several Acts relating to the Quebec Fire Assurance 
‘‘Company ” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Ranking, Commerce 
and Railways. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituied : 
“An Act to provide that persons charged with common assault shall be competent as 
‘6 witnesses,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: “An Act respecting the 
“Bank of Liverpool” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Kaulbach, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Macfarlane, it was | 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. | 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Billintituled : “ An Act to incorporate The 
‘€ Ontario Mutual Lite Association Company ” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Reesor, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Aikins, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill bo referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. 











41 Victoria. 26th MARCH. 107 





Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: “An Act to authorize the 
“ Stadacona Fire and Life Insurance Company to reduce its Capital Stock, and for 
“other purposes,” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Power, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Lewin, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled . 
“An Act respecting the traffic in Intoxicating Liquors,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until Thurslay noxt, and that it do then 
stand as the first item upon tho Orders of that day. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, acquainted the House that he had 
a Message from His Excellency the Governor General under his sign manual, which 
His Excellency had commanded him to deliver to this House. 

The same was then read by the Clerk, and is as follows :— 


Dufferin : 


The Governor-General transmits to the Senate a memorandum from His Honor 
the Lieutenant-Governor of the Province of Quebec, with accompanying documents, 
containing explanations in reference to recent Ministerial changes in that Province. 


GOVERNMENT HOUSE, 
Otrawa, 26th March, 1878. 


(Translation.) 
GOVERNMENT Howse, 
Quesec, 19th March, 1878. 


My Lorp,—The annexed explanatory case which I to-day address to Your 
Excellency, will have, I am persuaded, the effect of demonstrating that I have always 
acted towards Mr. DeBoucherville and his colleagues with good will, and with the 
desire of affording them my co-operation during their tenure of office. 

What might have tended to produce regrettable conflicts between myself and my 
Cabinet was almost invariably obviated by my friendly desire to overlook the 
irregularities which I have noted in the present statement of facts. 

I hope, My Lord, that the difficult position which I have been compelled to 
occupy, will be justified, not only because it is constitutional, bnt because the conduct 
of my Cabinet endangered both the prerogatives of the Crown, and the most serious 
interests of the people of this Province. 


T have the honor to be, My Lord, 
Your most obedient servant, 

L. LETELLIER, 

ù Lieutenant-Governor. 
To His Excellency, The Right Hon. | 
The Earl of Dufferin, K.P., K.C.B., G.C.M.G., 
Governor-General of Canada, 
Ottawa. 


s 
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( Translation.) 
GOVERNMENT House, 
Quesec, 19th March, 1878. 
To the Right Honorable 
The Earl of Dufferin, K.P., K.C.B., G.C.MLG., 
Governor-General of Canada,’ 
Ottawa. 


My Lorp.—I have the honor to submit to-day for Your Lordship’s consideration 
documents and details which I could not lay before the public, but which would have 
made it more clearly understood that the dismissal of the DeBoucherville Cabinet 
was forced upon me by circumstances. 

These details are not to be found in the communications which I had authorized 
M. DeBoucherville to place before the Hose and are herewith annexed. 

From the day that I was, by Your Excellency, elevated to the position I occupy 
at present, all the private relations which I have had with the members of my 
Cabinet down to its dismissal from office have been, I must admit, generally of an 
agreoable nature ; bat in those of an official character with the Premier I was almost 
invariably impressed with the feeling that I did not enjoy that entire confidence on 
his part which is the chief element of a cordial understanding between the Repre- 
sentative of the Crown and his advisers. 

After having studied the general state of the affairs of our Province, afler having 
become convinced that legislative and administrative changes were becoming more 
and more necessary, I decided upon using, with moderation and with the greatest 
possible discretion, the influence attached to my position in order to obtain the 
realization of that which I deemed to be of tho greatest advantage to the Province. 

I regret to state to Your Excellency that, although M. DeBoucherville did on 
most occasions, take my counsels in good part and that he generally approved of 
them, he, nevertheless, almost always acted as though he had never heard them. 

Nevertheless, instead of using my authority to obstruct his action in any way, 
I invariably treated him with great indulgence, as will appear to Your Excellency by 
the facts hereinafter exposed :— 

Ist. During the Session of 1876, a Bill had passed its third reading in one of the 
two branches of the Legislature, but its second, only, in the other. 

This Bill, bearing all the Certificates which were necessary to linduce me to 
believe that it had been regularly passed and adopted, was submitted to me by the 
Premier in order to receive my sanction. 

In consequence of the ignorance of these facts in which I was left by my 
advisers, I granted my sanction to this Bill. | 

Not long afterwards I was informed of this irregularity, and I immediately spoke 
of it tothe Premier. I made the observation that an Act of such a nature as this 
might entail consequences too serious to permit of its being forgotten. 

At his request, I passed over, without comment, this instance of irregular 
legislation. 8 

2nd. During the same Session, anothor Bill, introduced by the Government, was 
submitted to me for my sanction. 

On examining it, I perceived a blank which had not been filled up, and having 
noticed this omission, I addresssd the following letter to the Premier :— 


‘ QUEBEC, 27th December, 1876. 
‘ (Personal.) 


“My Dear Preuter,—aA Bill E, which originated in the Council, was passed by 
the Legislative Assembly without amendment; upon reading it, before adding my 
certificate of approval, I discovered that a blank had not been filled up in the 
Seventh Line of the Sixth Section. 

‘ You followed the usual practice in not establishing the amount of the penalty 
in the Legislative Council; but the matter passed unperceived in the other branch of 
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the Legislature, in which the officers, through some mistake, omitted to insert the. 
amount fixed by the House, or it may have been an error in the proof sheets. 

“ While on the subject of these mistakes, you will find another in the second 
section of the same Act, wherein the word “amender” is in the infinitive mood. I 
notice this latter inaccuracy, to which I do not attach much importance, only becanse I 
had to direct your attention to what I consider to be a fatal omission in another Act. 


“Yours very truly, 
(Signed), ° “L, LECELLIER.” 


The Premier came to me and said that he regretted this omission; he requested 
me to give my sanction to the Billin the state in which it was. The conciliatory 
spirit which I showed in granting my consent seemed to please him. 

3rd. In March, 1877 ( Vide Appendix A), my advisers caused me to make a 
nomination of a municipal councillor for the southern quarter of the village of Mont- 
magny, under the pretext that there had been no election, or that if such election : 
had taken place, it was illegal. | 

The whole of the circumstances connected with this case, I deem it my duty to 
explain to Your Excellency, on account of the important principle involved therein. 

After due personal examination of the petitions and other accompanying docu- 
ments, I called on the Premier, at his own office, to-beg of him not to hasten the 
nomination which I was asked to make of a municipal councillor for that locality 
before he should have becn more fully informed thereon. 

I made the observation to him that it appeared that a municipal election had 
taken place, and, that if such were the case, I maintained the principle that the 
Executive should not interfere in the matter. | 

I added that, from the moment that an elcction, whether legal or even illegal, 
had taken place, it belonged to the Courts of Justice to adjudicate thereon, according 
to the ordinary course of law, of which they are the interpreters. 

I then intimated to Mr. De Boucherville that I maintained the prineiple that all 
matters cognizable by the Judiciary should be invariably left tothe Courts of Justice, 
which, from their organization, are better fitted than the Executive to inquire 
into matters of fact and of evidence, and that I would never allow the substitution of 
the powers of the Executive for those of the Courts, when the latter had jurisdiction. 

The Premier admitted that this opinion, and the principles on which I based it, 
were in conformity with his ideas, and necessary for the good administration of 
justice. He asked me if I would consent to see Mr. Angers, the Attorney-General, on 
the subject. 

I at once consented, and the Attorney-General was immediately sent for; the 
facts connected with this election difficulty, and my views regarding them were then 
communicated to him. He promised that before any nomination should be made by 
the Lieutenant-Governor he would make inquiries 

Shortly afterwards he reported to me that he had made an inquiry into tho facts 
of the case, and, at his suggestion, I appointed Mr. Jules Belanger to be Councillor. 

In the beginning of March, 1877, difficulties and quarrels arose at Montmagny out 
of this election. 

After this nomination, these disturbances broke forth in the very midst of tho 
Municipal Council, from which was violently ejected the Councillor whom they had 
thus caused me to appoint. This appointment they had recommended me to make, 
notwithstanding the facts than an election had taken place, that it had been made and 
presided over by the Mayor, that Mr. Eugene Fournier had been reported as having 

en unanimously elected, that he had been sworn in according to law, and that at 
the very time when the nomination of Mr. Jules Belanger was recommended to me the 
person thus elected had de facto taken his seat, had been sworn and had sat at the 
Council Board, as is testified by the minates of the Council. — 

When I afterwards learned these facts I recommended them to the Premier, 
whom I called on to prepare the revocation of the appointment which they had caused 
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me to make, contrary to the principles which I have enunciated above, and the 
justice of which he had himself admitted. 

The Premier answered that this matter was of a very delicate nature, as such a 
proceeding would be contrary to the recommendation of Mr. Angers, his Attorney- 
General ; he closed by saying that he would have a report prepared on this subject. 

This report I received several days later. After having read it, I again inti- 
mated to Mr. De Boucherville that in the interests of peace, and in conformity with 
the principles above mentioned, that ‘“ Executivo should not be substituted for 
Judicial power in matters within the province of the latter,’ I insisted upon the 
revocation being made. 

After having waited sevoral days for an answer, and not having received any, I 
addressed a letter to the Premier, of which the following is a copy :— 


{ Personal and confidential.) | 
‘6 QueBEc, 14th March, 1878. 


“ My Dear DeBoucHervILLE,—lI have not received any answer on the subject of 
the nomination of a Councillor at Muntmagny. 

“ Those who have deceived the Government in order to induce me to perform an 
Executive act at variance with a matter which they were then aware appertained to 
the Judicial domain, do not, in my opinion, deserve to be treated with a degree of 
consideration which can only be injurious to the Government and myself. 

The remedy is very simple,—roscind the appointment, allow the parties inter- 
ested to discuss their differences before the Courts. 


‘ Yours very truly, 
. (Signed ) “DL, LETELLIER."” 


If, My Lord, I insist upon the latter point, it is to demonstrate to Your 
Excellency that the Prime Minister was perfectly aware of my views at that time, 
and should not, in consequence, have introduced during the last Session of our 
Legislature any legislative measure or performed any legislative Att, tending to 
substitute executive for judicial power, without advising mo on the subject. 

It was easy for the Premier to understand, from my remarks and the frequent 
conversations which I had with him, that I could never consent to dospoil the subjects 
of Her Majesty of the right guaranteed to them by “ Magna Charta,” that their 
property should never be interfered with, except in virtue of a judgment rendered by 
the tribu nals of the country. 

4th. On the 19th March, 1877, being on the eve of absenting myself for a few 
days, I wrote to the Honorable Mr. Chapleau, and in a postscript I said: 

‘ Please oblige me by telling the Promier that, if he needs my assistunce 
(concours), Mr. Gautier can bring down to me the documents requiring my signature.” 

Mr. DeBoucherville should have understood from this that, if I was ready to 
rendcr him my assistance (concours), it was on condition of having all documents 
submitted to me before signing them. 

I leave you, my Lord, to judge in what manner my views were interpreted. 

5th. Under date of 6th of November last, I addressed to the Honorable Mr. 
De Boucherville the letter of which the following is a copy: 


( Private.) 


“The Hon. C. B. DeBoucherville, 
‘ Premier. 


“ My Dear DEBoucHERVILLE,—In the last Oficial Gazette were published over 
my signature two Proclamations which I had not signed. ° 

‘One was for the summoning of Parliament, which I had reserved in order to 
confer with you; the other, which I had not even seen, appoints a day of Thanks- 


giving. 


“ QueBeEc, 6th November, 1877. 
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“These proceedings, the nature of which I shall not qualify at present, apart 
‘from their impropriety, are productive of nullities which you can easily under- 
“ stand. | 

“ Yours very truly, 


(Signed) « L. LETELLIER.” 


Here are the notes which I took of the conversation which I had with M. De- 
Boucherville on this subject :— 


“M. De Boucherville camo on tho same day that he received this letter to tell me 
that he regrotted that the thing had occurred, and that it was no fault ofhis. I told 
him that I would not tolerate the use of my name when it became necessary for any 
of my offivial acts, without thore having previously submitted to me the documents 
requiring my signature, together with the necessary information which M. De- 
Boucherville assured me would be the course followed iu future. 


(Signed) “LL.” 


6th. But, my Lord, there is another point still more important, which I cannot 
any longer refrain from mentioning. , 

From the conversations which I have held with M. DeBoucherville there results 
a fact, which, if it were known, would, of itself, have sufficiently justified me in 
believing that he did not possess the confidence of the people of this Province. 

On two different occasions, sometimo after the Session of 1876, I remonstrated 
with him that millions had been voted to aid railways in general, at atime when 
our finances did not appear to me to be in a condition to warrant a lavish oxpendi- 
ture in subsidizing these numerous undertakings, particularly as apart from them, 
our credit was heavily pledgod towards the building of tho Quebec, Montreal, 
Ottawa and Occidental Railway. 

He very frankly avowed that these grants, though they were for the develop- 
ment of the Province, had been necessitated by political considerations ; that without 
them the support of the members, whose counties were traversed by these railways, 
would cease to be secured to Government; that there would be no means of having a 
majority; that these members formed “ rings ” to control the House. 

M. DeBoucherville is not anawaro that I thereupon told him that it was bettor to 
save tho Province than a Government, and that if his Administration was not strong 
enough to resist these influences, it would be better for him to form a combination of 
honest and well-meaning men, from both sides of the House, rather than submit to the 
dictation of these “ rings,” and to the contiol of these combinations. 

When he made no attempt to escape from such deleterious influence, after his 
own avowal that the Legislature was controlled by these “ rings ;” when by his legisla- 
tion he wished to favour them anew during this last Session, without having previously 
obtained my advice; had I not the right, as the representative of my Sovereign to 
believe, and-to be convinced that M. De Boucherville did nut possess, in the Legisla- 
tive Assembly, a majority created in accordance with the Constitution. 

In communicating to both Houses my memoranda of the 25th February and Ist 
March last, the Premier and Mr. Attorney-General Angers overstepped the authoriza- 
tion which I had given by my letter of the 4th March last for that purpose. They 
added to the publication of the Report a recital of various pretended conversations, 
the exactness and propriety of which I do not admit. 

I shall point out, my Lord, one fact alone to prove this inoxactitude, and this 
impropriety. The Hon. Messrs. DeBoucherville and Angers, in their explanations to 
the two Houses, lay great stress on the telegram which M. Deboucherville dispatched 
to me at Riviére Ouelle, to ask my permission to introduce resolations concerning the 
finances, and on tho blank signature that [ sent up in answer to it. 

But these gentlemen themselves had this blank signature filled up by my private 
Secretary, so as to give to the tolegram the meaning which I had attributed to it, 
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namcly, a request for permission to-introduce the subsidies. Here follows a copy of 
the message made with this blank signature : 


Mr. Treasurer Church presents a message from His Excellency the Lieutenant-Gov- 
ernor, which reads as follows .— 


“DL. Lettellier, 


“The Lieutenant-Govornor of the Province of Quebec, transmits to the Legisla- 
tive Assembly the supplementary estimates for the current year, the estimates for the 
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1879, which, in conformity with the provisions of the 
54th section of the British North America Act, 1867, he recommends to the Legis- 
lative Assembly.” 


GOVERNMENT Houss, 
Quesso, 30th January, 1878. 


My Ministers never had, by their own admission, any authorisation from me for 
the introduction of their Railway and Taxation Resolutions, than the blank signa- 
ture filled up as above stated, and in which not a word is said of them. Besides 
which, it will be noticed that the Railway Resolutions were introduced on the 29th 
January, whereas the message is dated the 30th. 

It is for this reason, my Lord, that I bring to your knowledge all the facts and 
details which are connected with the relations which I have had with Mr. DeBou- 
cherville and his colleagues. 

Were the controversy with me alone, as a private individual, I would abstain 
from any remonstrance against the injustice of their reflections upon the conduct of 
the Representative of the Crown, which they have made in violation of their duty; 
but, in this matter, the maintenance of the Constitution is at stake. 

If, without any authority from me, proclamations have been published which I 
never signed, is it surprising that messagos have been proposed in my name, on 
which I had never been advised ? | 

It is because that I have boen, as the representative of my Sovereign, unjustly 
and with indignity, dragged befuro the public, that [ make known to you, my Lord, 
that, in the exercise of my representative duties, I have not had solely in view the 
* protection of the dignity of my office, but that my object has been to afford the peo- 
ple of this Province the opportunity of understanding that, at the present conjucture, 
tho recent exercise of the Royal Prerogative has not been hostile to their constitu- 
tional liberties, but that, on the contrary, it has afforded them the means of freely 
exercising their judgment. 


There results, my Lord, from what I have stated : — 


Ist. That in general, the recommendations which I made to my Cabinot, have 
not received the consideration which is due to them, as emanating from the 
Representative of the Crown. 

2nd. That my name has been, by the members of the Governmont, signed to 
documents which I never saw. 

3rd. That a Proclamation summoning the Logislature was published in the 
Oficial Gazette, without consulting or advising me, and before my signature had 
been attached thereto. 

4th. That the same circumstances occurred with regard to the proclamation of 
a Day of Thanksgiving. 

5th. That, although I had intimate] to the Premier, by my advice and by my 
letter of the 14th March, 1877, my firm determination to protect the inhabitants of 
this Province against tho arbitrary decisions of the Executive, in matters within 
the jurisdiction of the Courts of Justice, he thought proper, without my participa- 
tion, and without consulting me, to propose to both Houses in legislating for the 
Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa & Occidental Railway, to substitute tho power of the 
Executive for that of the Judiciary. 
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6th. That, without having advised me, and without having received authorization 
of any sort whatever from me, the Government of M. DeBoucherville, proposed to 
the Legislature, a measure of almost general taxation upon the ordinary contracts 
and transactions of life, transfers of bank, &c., while no message from me had been 
demanded for this object, nor authorized by mo, for laying such a measure before the 
‘Legislature. . 

eT th. That after its dismissal, the Government of M. DeBoucherville committed 
anew breach of duty by assigning reasons for the adjournment of the House from 
day to day, different from those agreed on between myself and the Premier, at the 
risk of prejudicing public opinion against the Representative of the Crown. 

8th. That, at the time of the communication of the causes which rendered neces- 
sary the dismissal of the Cabinet, in the explanations which were given by the 
Premier to the Legislative Council, and by the Attorney-General to the Legislative 
Assembly, both of them referred to pretended conversations which they had no 
authority whatever to communicate to the Legislature, since the Premier had, by 
his answer to the letter of the Lieutenant-Governor of the 4th March last, limited 
his explanations to the communication to both Houses of my memoranda of the 25th 
February and 1st March, and the answers of the Premier of the 27th February, 2nd 
and 4th March last. 

Sth. That, in fact, the additions and the commentaries made by the Premier 
before the Legislative Council, and by the Attorney-General before the- Legislative 
Assembly, were contrary to the conditions stipulated between the Lieutenant- 
Governor and the Premier. 

10th. That the Premier and his colleagues, by making use of pretended private 
conversation to explain the causes of their dismissal, in contravention to their duty 
to the Crown and to what they had pledged themselves to refrain from, have placed 
the Licutenant-Governor under the necessity of bringing under the notice of your 
Excellency all the reasons for such dismissal. 

I have, &c., 
(Signed) L. LETELLIER, 
Lieutenant- Governor. 


{ Translation.) 
APPENDIX A. 
Résumé of Official Record. 


In January, 1377, an election had taken place for the southern portion of the 
village of Montmagny. This election having been declared null and void by the Court, 
it ordered a freah one to take place, and appointed Mr. Eugène Hamond to proside 
over it. 

On the day fixed, Mr. Eugène Hamond refusing to preside, Naz. Bernatchez, Esq., 
Mayor of the municipality, the senior Magistrate present, undertook the presidency. 

The assembly elected Mr. Eugène Fournier. 

Mr. Eugène wrote to the Lieutenant-Governor that he had not presided. 
at the assembly, without adding, however, that there had been no election. He 
recommended at the same time, that Mr. Jules Bélanger be appointed. 

Mr. Eugène Fournier, elected at the assembly of the 19th February, took the 
oath of office, and took his seat on the 23rd February. 

On the 3rd March, the Attorney-General (Mr. Angers) recommended the appoint- 
ment of Jules Bélanger, who was accordingly appointed ou the 7th of the same month. 

On the 10th, Mr. Bernatchez, Mayor of Montmagny, addressed to the Lieutenant- 
Governor a memorandum exposing the facts, and prayed that the appointment be 
cancelled. 

On the 15th March the Attorney-General drew out a report recommending that 
the appointment of Mr. Jules Bélanger be muintained. 

n the 27th March, the Lieutenant-Governor revoked this appointment on a 
teport of the Government. 
H 
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APPENDIX B. 
( Translation.) 
ù Quesec, 4th March, 1878. 
To the Hon. C. B. DeBoucherville, 


Quebec. 


The Lieutenant-Governor desires that his two memoranda (of the 25th February 
and lst March), addressed to the Hon. M. DeBoucherville, and that the answers given 
to those memoranda by) the Hon. C. B. DeBoucherville (of the 27th February and 
2nd March) be not now communicated to both Houses. 

This communication, authorized by the Lieutenant-Governor, at the request 
the Hon. M. DeBoucherville will be made as soon as the arrangements for tho 
formation of a new Executive Council shall be ended. 

The Hon. M. DeBoucherville may make known unto both Houses, that the reason 
of the adjournment from one day to another, is necessitated by the last mentioned 


cause. 
(Signed)  L. LETELLIER. 


(Translation.) 
QUEBEC, 4th March, 1878. 
EXckELLENCY,—In conformity with your wish expressed in a letter of to-day's 
date, I withhold, until the formation of a new Executive Council, the reasons I was 
authorized by Your Excellency to communicate to both Houses. 
I have, &c., 


(Signed)  C. B. DeBOUCHERVILLE. 





( Translation.) 
GOVERNMENT House, 
QUEBEC, 25th February, 1878. 


The Lieutenant-Governor desires the Executive Council to prepare for his 
consideration, a ‘‘ factum ” containing the following facts, viz. :— 

1. A copy of the Acts of the Federal Parliament authorizing the construction 
of the railway now known under the name of “ Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and 
Occidental,” as well as a copy of the Acts of the Legislature of the Province of 
Quebec concerning the said railway. 

2. A copy of the Acts of the Legislature of the Province of Quebec concerning 
the building of tho railway between Quebec and Montreal, which line is commonly 
designated under the name of “ North Shore Railway.” . 

3. A copy of the By-Laws of each of the Municipal Corporations by which they 
undertook to help in constructing the said railway. 

- 4.'A statement of the amount paid by each of those Corporations as a help, and 
a copy of the correspondence exchanged between the Government, its Commis- 
sioners, or the Contractors for the said railways, and the aforesaid Municipalities, 
with regard to their help or subsidy. 

5. A copy of all the contracts passed for the building of those roads. 

6. A vopy of the official or confidential reports of the Engineers who have been 
ordered to determine the route of those lines, in whole or in part. 

7. A copy of the report of the Railway Commissioners submitted to both Houses, 
during the present Session, with regard to said railways. 

8. A copy of the representations made to the Government by the Municipal 
bodies thus interested, or the taxpayers of those Municipalities, with regard to the 
conditions of their aid or subsidy. 

Y. Copy of the resolutions which have beon introduced to the Provincial Legis- 
lature, during the present Session, with regard to the aforesaid subsidies, and to 
facilitate the payment and collection thereof. 
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10. Copy of the Bill, based on those resolutions, which has been introduced to 
the Legislature of Quebec during the present Session. 

11. A plan shewing the routes of each of those lines, or of any part of them. 

12, A statement of the reasons which have engaged the Government not to con- 
tent itself with the provisions of the Statutory and public law, and of those of the 
Civil Code of this Province, to effect the recovery of the sums of money which may 
be due by those Corporations, but without previously advising, in any way, with the 
Lieutenant-Governor, to propose an ex post facto legislation to compel them to 
do 80. . a 

Another project of a very important law to make provision for levying new 
taxes has also been introduced to the Legislature without having been previously 
submitted to the consideration of the Lieutenant-Governor. 

The Lieutenant-Governor easily understands that propositions of secondary im- 
portance and on which he has been previously officially informed, may be, as matter 
of routine, introduced to both Houses without a special order from himself; but ho 
cannot, in any way, permit that the Executive should make communications in his 
name to the Legislature, with regard to measures which are of a new and impor- 
tant character, without his authorization and his having been completely informed 
and previously advised thereon. ' 


(Signed) L. LETELLIER. 
( Translation.) 
QuEBEc, 27th February, 1878. 
To His Excellency 
The Lieutenant-Governor 
of the Province of Quebec. 


ExceLtuEency,—I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Your 
Excellency’s memorandum, which your A.D.C. handed me yesterday afternoon, 
informing me at the same time that you were ill in bed. 

I have submitted this memorandum to the Executive Council, and, will see, as 
Your Excellency desired it, that diligence be made so as to transmit to you as soon 
as possible all the documents asked for. 

Anticipating the factum which Your Excellency wishes to have, and which will 
contain a more détailed statement of the motives which have induced the Government 
to propose the measures to which you draw my attention, I deem it my duty to 
represent to you, | 

That, amongst others, the reasons which brought the Government to submit to 
the Legislature a law compelling the municipalities to pay their ‘subscriptions 
towards building the Provincial railway on the decision of the Lieutenant-Governor 
in Council, through a sworn report of a competent Engineer, and after a fifteen days’ 
notice, so as to give these municipalities the facility of being heard, are the bad will. 
of certain manicipalities manifested in certain cases by their negligence to answer 
the demands of their Treasurer, and in others by their formal refusal to pay, while in. 
other cases resolutions were adopted asking new conditions to the engagements they 
had contracted with the Government. : ° .- 

The Government believed that, without such legislation, the object of which is to 
avoid the slowness of ordinary judicial procecdings, the result of the bad will of the 
municipalities, would havo been to necessitatea new Provincial loan, and therefore 
an unjast charge upon municipalities who had taken no engagement, and which were. — 
to derive no immediate advantage by the construction of this road, either by stopping . 
completely the works begun, with the inevitable lose of the interest on the enormous 
capital already engaged in this enterprise, and the other damages which would have 
resulted. 

The Government, first undertaking the obligation by this law to fulfil the con- . 
ditions which they have agreed with these municipalities, believed that in substitut-. 

Bt 
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ing to the ordinary courts, the Lieutenant Governor with an Executive Council, 
responsible to the Legislature and to the people, it gave to the interested parties a 
tribunal which offered as many guarantecs as the ordinary courts. 

I would farther bring ander your Excellency’s notice that provisions ofa similar 
naturo to this legislation exist already in our Statutes. I will cite to your 
Excellency chap., 83 of the Consolidated Statutes of Canada, and also chap., 47 of 36 
Vic., of Statutes of Ontario. 

I respectfully submit to your Excellency that a law framed to better assure the 
better execution of a contract cannot produce aretroactive effect; it enacts for the 
future and has for its end the respective interests of both parties. 

I would now beg your Excellency to observe that, while you were at Rivière 
Ouelle, I bad the honour to ask your authority to put the question of finance before 
the House, and that you kindly answered, stating that you were forwarding through 
the mail a signed blank, which act I took at that time as a great mark of confidence 
on your part. I received effectively a blank with your signature, and I gave it to 
the Treasurer, who had it filled up by your Aidede-camp. Later I had the honor to 
ask your Excellency for a general permission to submit to the House measares 
concerning money matters, which your Excellency gave me with your ordinary 
courtesy. 

This permission had always been granted me by your predecessor, the lamentod 
Mr. Caron. I must admit that, with this permission, and being convinced your 
Excellency had read the Treasurer’s speech, in which he announced the proposed tax- 
ation, I considered myself authorized to tell my colleagues that I had your permission 
for all money measures. 

I bog Your Excellency to believe that I never had the intention of assuming the 
right of having measures passed without your approbation, and that in this case 
having had the occasion of conferring with you with regard to the Provincial Rail- 
way, and not having received orders to suspend it, I did not think Your Excellency 
would consider that in this measure there was any intention on my part of ignoring 
your prerogatives, that nobody more than myself is disposed to respect and uphold. 


I have the honor, &c., &c., 
(Signed) C. B. DEBOUCHERVILLE. 


( Translation.) . 
GovVERNMENT House, 
QUEBEO, Ist March, 1878 


To the Hon. C. B. DeBoucherville, 
Prime Minister, Quebec. 


The Lieutenant-Governor, taking into consideration what the Prime Minister 
communicated te him: verbally (27th February), and taking into consideration the 
letter which the Premier then handed to him,.is ready to admit that there was no 
intention on the part of the Premier to overlook the: prerogatives of the Crown, and 
that there has been on his part, only an error committed in good faith, in interpreting 
as he did the words of the Lieutenant-Governor in their interview of the 19th Feb- 
ruary, instant; words which did not bear with them the authoritive sense which the 
Premier attached to them. . 

With sach an interpretation and the instractions Which were in consequence 
given by the Premier to the Hon. Messrs. Angers and Church, these gentlemen have 

one nothing knowingly which is not in conformity with the duties of their office. 

As to the blank which the Lieutenant-Governor sent him from Riviére Ouelle, 
the Lieatenant-Governor knew that this blank signature would be used to present the 
estimates to the House. 

This act was a mark of confidence on his part as the Premier well qualifies it in 
his letter of the 27th, but this act was a confidential one. 
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The Lieutenant-Governor deems it right to observe that, in his memorandum of 
the 28th February inst., he has in no way expressed the opinion that he believed 
that the Premier ever had the intention of taking upon himself the right “ of passing 
measures without his approbation, or, and of not recognizing the prerogatives of the 
Representative of the Crown.” 

But the Prime Minister cannot ignore that, although there was no intention on 
his part, de facto, the thing exists, as the Lieutenant-Governor told him. 

The fact of having introduced to the House several new and important measures 
without having previously advised the Lieutenant-Governor, in any way, of the 
intention of so doing, although the intention of not recognizing his prerogatives 
did not exist, constitutes, nevertheless, one of those fulse positions which place the 
Representative of the Crown in a critical and difficult position with regard to both 
Houses of the Legislature. 

The Lieutenant-Governor cannot admit that the responsibility of this state of 
affairs rests with him. nu 

With regard to the Bill intituled “ Act respecting the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa, 
and Occidental Railway,” the Premier cannot claim for this measure the would-be 
general authority which he mentions in his letter, for their interview was on the 
19th February, and this Bill was before the Legislature sevoral days before that date, 
without the Lieutenant Governor having been, in any way, advised of the fact by his 

visers. | 

The Lieutenant-Governor expressed, at that time to the Premier how much 
he regretted this iegislation; he represented to him that he considered it contrary to 
the principles of law and justice; notwithstanding this, the measure was carried 
through both Houses until adopted. | 

It is true that Mr. Premier gives in his letter, as one of the reasons for acting as 
he did ‘that this permission of using the name of the Representative of the Crown 
had besides always been granted him by the predecessor of the present Lieutenant- 
Governor, the lamented Mr. Caron.” | 

This reason could be no reason to the Lieutenant-Governor; for, in so acting, he 
would have abdicated his position as Representative of the Crown, which act neither 
the Lieutenant-Governor or the Premier could conciliate with the obligations of tbe 
Lieatenant-Governor towards the Crown. . 

The Lieutenant-Governor regrets having to state, as he told the Premier, that 
ho has not been generally informed in an explicit manner, of the measures adopted 
by the Cabinet, although the Lieutenant-Governor had often given the Premier 
oggasion for so doing, especially during last year. 

From time to time, since the last Session of the Legislature, the Lieutenant- 
Governor drew the attention of the Premier to several subjects regarding the inte- 
reste of the Province of Quebec, among others :— 

Ist. ‘I'he enormous expenses occasioned by very large subsidies to several rail- 
ways, while the Province had undertaken to build tho great railway from Quebec to 
Ottawa, which ought to have taken the first place; and this when the state of our 
finances obliged us to undertake loans disproportioned to our revenue. 

znd. On the necessity of reducing the expenses of the Civil Government and of . 
the Legislature, instead of having recourse to new taxes in view of avoiding finan- 
cial em ment. 

The Lieutenant-Governor expressed also, but with regret, to the Premier, that 
the Orders passed in Council to increaso tho salaries of Civil Service servants, 
seemed to him inopportune, at a time when the Government were negotiating with 
the Bank of Montreal aloan of half a million, with condition to carry it to $1,000,000, 
at an interest of 7 per cent; and indeed, even to-day (lst March), the Lieutenant- 
Governor is obliged to allow that an Order in Council be passed so as to give the 
Government the other half million, without which the Government would be unable 
to meet its obligations, as I was informed by the Hon. the Provincial Treasurer to 
day, by order of the Prime Minister. 
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The Premier did not let the Lieutenant-Governor know, then or since, that the 
Government were in such a penurious state as to necessitate special legislation to 
increase public taxation. 

The Lieutenant-Governor said and repeated these things to the Premier, and 
therefore deems it advisable to consign them here, that they may serve as memo- 
randa for himself and for the Premier. 

It therefore results : — 

Ist. That although the Lieutenant-Governor has made many recommendations 
in his position as Representative of the Crown, to the Premier, on these different 
subjects of public interest, his advisers have undertaken a course of administrative 
and legislative acts contrary to these recommendations, and without having pre- 
viously advised with him. 

2nd. That the Lieutenant-Governor has been placed, unintentionally, but de 
facto, in a false position, and thereby into a conflict with the will of the Legislatare, 
which he recognizes as being in all cases supreme when this will is expressed by all 
the constitutional means. 

The Lieutenant-Governor has read and examined carefully the memorandum 
and documents which the Premier has been kind enough to bring him yestorday. 

There are in the record petitions from several municipal corporations and from 
citizens of different places addressed to the Lieutenant-Governor against the resolu- 
tions and project of law framed by the Government with regard to the “ Quebec, Mon- 
treal, Ottawa and Oceidental Railway.” 

The Lieutenant-Governor was only yesterday able to take cognizance of some of 
these petitions, as they had not been previously communicated to him. 

e Lieutenant-Governor, after having maturely deliberated, cannot accept the 
advice of the Premier with regard to tho sanctioning of the “ Act concerning the 
Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Railway.” 

For all these causes, the Lieutenant-Governor cannot close this memorandum 
without expressing to the Premier the regret he feels at the idea of not being able 
to continue maintaining him in his position contrary to the rights and privileges of 


the Crown. 
. (Signed) L. LETELLIER, 
« Lieutenant-Governor. 


(Translation) | 
Qurseo, 2nd March, 1878. 


EXcELLENOY,—I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your memor- 
andum in which you come to the conclusion of not being able to maintain me in my 
position as Prime Minister. 

There is no other duty for me to fulfil but to submit to the dismissal from office 

which Yom Excellency has signified to me, while continuing to protest of my pro- 
found respect for the rights and privileges of the Crown, and of my devotion to the 
interests of our Province. 
I have the honor, &c., 


(Signed ) C. B. DEBOUCHERVILLE. 


To His Excellency the Licutenant-Governor 
of the Province of Quebec. 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 
Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 


Dickson, 
The House a ljourned. 
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Wednesday, 27th March, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cornwall, Howlan, Pelletier, 
A , Dever, Kaulbach, Penny, 

; Dickey, Leonard, Power, 
Armand, Dickson, Lewin, Pozer, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McClelan, . Read, 
Bellerose, abre, McDonald, Reesor, 

B Ferguson, McLelan, Ryan, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Mc Master, Scott, 
Bourinot, Girard, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Bureau, Glasier, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Campbell, Grant, Macpherson, Skead, 
Carrall, Guévremont, Miller, Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Hamilton ( Kingston), Montgomery, l, 

pals, Haviland, Northup, Vidal, 
Chinic, Haythorne, Odell, Wark, 
ochrane, Hope, Pdquet, Wilmot. 
ormier, . 

PRAYERS : 


The following Petitions were brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Wark,—Of H. A. P. Roberts, and others, of Portland, St. 
John; of Matilda Chalmers, and others, of C. S. Patterson, and others, of A. Macfarlane, 
and others, of Eliza S. Connell, and others, of Maggie Astle, and others, of Woodstock ; 
of Jane Johnston, and others, of Sarah Corbett, and others, of Hannah Price, and others, 
of J. Eastburne Brown, of Moncton; of Sophia Card, and others, of St. John; of 
M. Meagher, and others, of Fredericton ; of S. F. Baker, and others, of Grand Falls ; 
of J. Y Eaton, and others, of A. Bradly, and others, of St. Stephens; of Mary 
H. Gore, and others, of St. Andrews; all women of the Province of New Brunswick. 


Of Martha King, and others, of Pictou; of J. B. Ryerson, and others, of Yarmouth ; 
of R. Hopkins, and others, of Annapolis; of Ardella L. Goodwin, and others, of Pubnico, 
Yarmouth County ; ef J. C. Upham, and others, of North Sydney, Cape Breton; of 
H. H. Grant, and others, of Windsor; all women of the Province of Nova Scotia. 


Of B. 7°. Holman, and others, Members of the Summerside Temperance Union; 
of Sarah McCarthy, of Charlottetown ; all women of the Province of Prince Edward 
ana, and of Lizzie Gorman, and others, of Marysville, in the said Province of Nova 

atia. 
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The fonorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, 
Commerce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act to revive 
“and amend the Act incorporating the Montreal and Champlain Junction Railway 
“Company,” reported that they had gone through the said Bill, and had directed 
him to report the same with an amendment, which he was ready to submit when- 
ever the House would be pleased to receive it. 

Ordered, That the Report be now received, and 

The said amendment was then read by tho Clerk, as follows :— 

Page 1, line 23.—Leave out “ten” and insert “ aix.” 

The said amendment being read a second time, and the question of concurrence 
put thereon, it was agreed to. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Ferrier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Bourinot, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill, as amended, was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill, as amended, shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Sonate have passed this Bill with an amendment, to which they 
desire their concurrence. 


Tho Tfouse, according to Order, resumed the adjourned Debate on the Honorable 
Mr. Macpherson’s inquiry :—That be will call attention to the public expenditure of 
the Dominion, especially that portion of it which is largely within the control of the 
Administration, and will inquire of the Government how it is proposed to restore the 
equilibrium between income and expenditure. 

After Debate 

On motion of the Tonorabfe Mr. Wilmot, seconde’ by the Honorable Mr. Wark, 
it was 

Orderei, That farther Debate on the said Inquiry be postponed until Friday 
next, and that it do then stand as the first item upon the Orders of that day. 


The Order of tho Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled: 
“ An Act for the relief of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon,” 
The Honorable Mr. Kaulbach presented to the House the following certificate :— 


OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF THE SENATE, 
Wednesday, 27th March, 1878. 


I hereby certify that notice of the second reading of the Bill in re Lyon, for a 
Bill of Divorce, was postei on the doors of the Senate for a period of fuurteen dayr, 
pursuant to a Standing Order of the House. 
Roszrt Lz More, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


Then Frank Burton, of the City of Ottawa, Law Clerk, was called to the Bar of 
the House, and, being sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. What is your name, occupation, and place of residence, and do you know the 
Petitioner and John Lyon, her husband ? 

A. Frank Burton, of the City of Ottawa, Law Clerk. I know the Petitioner 
and John Lyon her husband. 

Q. Do you know John Lyon, the husband of the Petitioner. Have you served 
upon him a duplicate of the Bill now before the House for the reliefof Victoria 

lizabeth Lyon ; produce the document being a duplicate of the Bill served by you 

on the said John Lyon, and state whether you compared the document served by you 
with the gocument now produced, and ascertained it was a correct copy before you 
served it 
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A. I know the Petitioner and John Lyon her husband; and [ have served upon 
him a duplicate of the Bill now before the House for the relief of Victoria’ Elizabeth 
Lyon, and produce the document being aduplicate of the Bill served by me on the 
said John Lyon. I compared the document served by me with the document now 
produced, and ascertained that it was a correct copy before I served it. 

Q. Did you serve the Order, now produced with the said Bill, by leaving a copy 
ot it with the said Bill, and did you compare the two to ascertain that you served a 
true copy of such Order ? | 

A. I served the Order now produced with the said Bill, by leaving a copy of it 
with the said Bill at the time of such servico, aud I compared the two to ascertain 
that I served a true copy of such Order. 

Q. When and where did you serve the copy of the said Bill and Order, dnd to 
whom did you deliver the same ? 

A. I served a copy of the said Bill and Order on the said John Lyon, by deliver-, 
ing the same to himself in person, at his store in the City of Ottawa, on the ninetoenth 
day of March instant. 


The said Frank Burton was directei to withdraw. : 


The Honorable Mr. Kaulbach moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Macdonald, 

That the Petitioner present at the Bar of the Senate, for the purpose of being 
examined as well generally as in regard to any collusion or connivance between the 
parties, be not now examined, but that it be an instruction to any Select Committee 
to whom the Bill on the subject may be referred to make such examinations. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative. 

The Honorable Mr. Kaulbach moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Macdonald, 

That the said Bill for the relief of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon be now read asecond 
time. 

The question of concurrenee being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly. 

The Honorable Mr. Kaulbach moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Macdonald, 

That the said Bill intituled: “An Act for the relief of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon,” 
be referred to a Select Committee, composed of the Honorable Messieurs Skead, 
Cornwall, Macdonald ( Victoria), McLelan, Macfarlane, Odell, Botsford, Dickson, and the 
mover, with power to send for persons, papers and records, and that all persons sum- 
moned to appear before the Senatein this matter, appear before the said Committee, 
and that the said Committee have leave to sit on Saturdays and other non-sitting days. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“An Act relating to incorporated Companies authorized to lend money,” 

On motion of the Honorable r. Reesor, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Leonard, it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed antil to-morrow. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: “An Act to authorize and 
“confirm the scheme of arrangement of the Canada Southern Railway Company,” 
was read a second time. | 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Dickson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Ferrier, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking. Com- 
merce and Railways. 
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Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled : “An Act to authorize the 
‘ National Insurance Company to reduce its Capital stock, and for other purposes,” 
was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Trudei, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Skead, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said .Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Com- 
merce and Railways. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled : “An Act respecting the 
“ Northern Railway Company of Canada,” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Allan, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Campéell, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. ! 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled : “An Act respecting the 
“Grand Trunk Railway Company,” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Ferrier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickson, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. . 


The House, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure, and put intoa 
Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act to extend to the Province of 
““ Prince Edward Island ‘The Railway Act of 1868,’ and certain Acts amending the 
“same.” 


(In the Committee.) 


After some time the House was resumed, and 

The Honorable Mr. Dickson, from the said Committee, reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same to the House 
without any amendment. | 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
McClelan, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be now read a third time. 

The said Bill was then read a third timo accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment, 


Tho Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled: 
“An Act to provide that persons charged with common assault shall be competent 
as Witnesses,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
McClelan, it was 

Ordered, that tho same be postponed until to-morrow. 


_ Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. McClelan, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Haythorne, 
The House adjourned. 
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Thursday, 28th March, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cornwall, Kaulbach, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever, Leonard, Power, 
Allan, Dickey, Lewin, Pozer, 
Armand, ckson, McClelan, Read, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McDonald, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Fabre, Mc Lelan, Ryan, 
Benson, Ferguson, Mc Master Scott, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Girard, Macfarfane, Simpson, 
Bureau, Glasier, Macpherson, Skead, 
Campbell, Grant, Miller, Stevens, 
Carrall, Guévremont, Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Kingston), Muirhead, Trudel, 
Chapais, Haviland, Northup, Vidal, 
Chinic, Haythorne, Odell, Wark, 
Cochrane, ope, Pdquet, Wilmot 
Cormier, Howlan, Pelletier, 

PRAYERS : 


The following Petitions were brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Wark,—of Thos. Temple, President of the Fredericton 
Temperance Reform Club, of Fredericton, in tho Province of New Brunswick. 


By the Honorable Mr. Scott,—of D. H. Morrison, President of the Owen Sound 
Division of the Schs of Temperance,—and of Wm. Howey, Presidont of the District 
Lodge of the United Temperance Association of Canada, for the North Riding of the 
County of Grey, in the Province of Ontario. 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A List of the Shareholders 
of La Banque Jacques Cartier, as on the Ist December, 1877. 
Ordered, That the sime do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 15.) 
The Honorable Mr. Botsford moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bourinot, 


That the 55th Rule of this House be rescinded, and the following substituted in 
lieu thereof : 


a SE 
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“At any time before tho final passing of any Private Bill, the same may, if the 
Senate think fit, be referred to the Supreme Conrt for their examination and report, 
as to any point or matter in connection with such Bill, oxpressed in the Order of 
Reference.” 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

| Ordered accordingly. 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilten (Kingston), from the Committee un Banking, Com- 
merce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled : “ An Act to incorporate 
‘the ‘ Société de Construction Mutuelle, under the name of the ‘ Socfété de Prêts et 
‘€ Placements de Québec,’’’ reported that they had gone through the sa Bill, and had 
directed kim to report the same with two amendments, which he was ready to submit 
whenever the House would be pleased to receive them. 

Ordered, That the Report be now received, and 

The said amendments were then read by the Clork, as follow :— 

Page 4, line 8.—After “ security ’’ insert “ in the Province of Quebec.” 

Pago 4, line 11.—Leave out “or other Corporations” and insert “ Corporation.” 

The said amendments being read a second time, and tho question of concurrence 
being put on each, they were severally agreed to. 

On motion of tha Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the Honorable 
Mr. Pelletier, it was | 

Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, be read a third time presently. 
The said Bill, as amended, was thenread a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill, as amended, shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Senate have passed this Bill, with two amendments, to which 
they desire their concurrence. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“ An Act respecting the traffic in [ntoxicating Liquors,” 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

That the said Bill be now read a second time. 

After Debate, 

The question of concurronce being put thereon, the samo was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That tho said Bill be committed to a Committoe of the Whole House on 
Monday next. 


The Order of the Day being read for the socond reading of the Bill intituled: 
“An Act relating to incorporated Companies authorized to lend money,” 

The Honorable Mr. Reesor moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Stevens, 

That the said Bill be now read a second time. 

After Debate, 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
negative. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
‘ An Act to provide that persons charged with common assault shall be competent 
“as Witnesses,” 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
if was 
Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 


Scott, 
The House adjourned. 


Friday, 29th March, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Dever, Leonard, Penny, 
Alexander, Dickey, Lewin, Power, 
Allan, ickson, McClelan, Fozer, 
Arma Dumouchel, McDonald, ad, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, Mc Lelan, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Ferguson, Mc Master, Ryan, 
Benson errier, Mac Scott, 
Botsford, Girard, Macfarlane, Seymour, 
Bourinot, lasier, Macpherson, Simpson, 
Bureau, ant, Miller, Skead, 
Campbell, Guévremont, Montgomery, Stevens, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Muirhead, Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Haviland, Northup, Trudel, 
Chapais, Haythorne, Odell, . Vidal, 
Chinic, Hope, Pdquet, Wark, 
Cormier, Howlan, Pelletier, Wilmot. 
Cornmoall, Kaulbach, 

PRAYERS 


The following Petitions were brought up and laid'on the Tablo :— 


By the Honorable Mr, Montgomery,—Of F. S. Moore, and others, of the City of 
Charlottetown, in the Province of Prince Edward Island. 


By the Honorable Mr. Dever,—Of Hugh P. Kerr, and others, of the Dominion 
of Canada. | 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitions were severally road :— 


Of H. A. P. Roberts, and others, of Portland, St. John; of Matilda Chalmers, and 
others, of C. S. Patterson, and others, of A. Macfarlane, and others, of Hliza S. Connell,. 
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and others, and of Afaggie Astle, and others, of Woodstotk ; of Jane Johnston, and 
others, of Sarah Corbett, and others, of Aannah Price, and others, of J. Eastburne 
Brown, of Moncton; of Sophia Card, and others, of St. John; of M. Meagher, and 
others, of Fredericton; of S. F. Baker, and others, of Grand Falls; ot J. Y. Eaton, and 
others, of A. Bradly, and others, of St. Stephens; of Mary H. Gore, and others, of 
St. Andrews; of Lizzie Gorman, and others, of Marysville; all women of the 
Province of New Brunswick. 


Of Martha King, and others, of Pictou; of J. B. Ryerson, and others, of Yar- 
mouth ; of R. Aopkins, and others, of Annapolis; of Ardella L. Goodwin, and others, of 
Pubnico, Yarmouth County ; of J. C. Upham. and others, of North Sydney, Cape Breton ; 

d 


of H. H. Grant, and others, of ndsor; all women of the Province of Nova 
Scotia. 


Of B. T. Holman, and others, Members of the Summerside Temperance Unior 
and of Sarah McCarthy, of Charlottetown; all women of the Province of Prince 
Edward Island,-—sever ally praying for the amendment of the Temperance Act of 1864 
and the extension of its provisions to all the Provinces, so a3 to secure the right of 
local prohibition for any County, Municipality, or Corporate District in the Dominion. 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking 
Commerce and Railways, to whom was 1eferred the Bill intituled: “ An Act to 
‘ amend and consolidate, as amended, the several Acts relating to the Quebec Fire 
‘“ Assurance Company,” reported that thoy had gone through the said Bill, and had 
directed him to report the same with an amendment, which he was ready to submit 
whenever the House would be pleased to receive it. 

Ordered, That the Report be now received, and 

The said amendment was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 

Page 3, line 27.—Aftor “ also ” insert ‘ that no more shares shall be sold than 
‘“‘ what shall be necessary to pay such arroars, interest and exponsos ; and providèd 
“ further.” 

Theo said amendment being read a second time, and the question of concurrence 
being put thereon, it was agreed to. 

On motion of the Honorablo Mr. Pelletier, soconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill, as amendod, bo read a third time presently. 

The said Bill, as amended, was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whother this Bill, as amended, shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Sonate have passod this Bill with an amendment, to which they desire 
their concurrence. 


The Ilonorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from tho Committee on Banking, 
Commerce and Railvays, to whom was roferrei the Bill intituled: “ An Act to 
“incorporate the Ontariv Mutual Life Assurance Company,” reported that they had 
gone through tho said Bill, and had direstol him to report tho same to the House, 
without any amendment. 

Oa motion of the Honorablo Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Pelletier, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill bo read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was rosolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Senate havo passed this Bill without any amendment. 
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The House, according to Order, resumed tho adjourned Debate on the Honorable 
Mr. Macpherson’s inquiry :—That he will call attention to the public expenditure of 
the Dominion, especially that portion of it which is largely within the control of the 
Administration, and will inquire of the Government how it is proposed to restore the 
equilibrium between income and expenditure. 

After Debate, 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Ferrier 
The House adjourned until Monday next, at Three o’clock in the afternoon. 


RE RAR |G, 


Monday, Ist April, 1878. 
The Members convened were 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Dever, Kaulbach, Penny, 
Alexander, Dickey, Leonard, Power, 
Allan, ickson, Lewin, Pozer, 
Armand, Dumouchel, McClelan, Read, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, McLelan, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Ferguson, McMaster, Ryan, 
Benson, Ferrier, Macdonald, Scott, 
Botsford, Girurd, Macfarlane, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Glosier, Macpherson, Simpson, 
Bureau, Grant, Miller, Skead, 
Campbell, Guevremont, Montgomery, Stevens, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Inkerman), Muirhead, Sutherland, 
Chafers, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Trudel, 
Chapais, Haviland, Odell, Vidal, 
Chine, Haythorne, Paquet, Wark, 
Cormier, Hope, Pelletier, Wilmot. 
Cornwall, Howlan, 

PRAYERS 


The following Petition was brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Wark,—-Of the Municipal Council of the County of York, 
in the Province of New Brunswick. 


Parsuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petitionwore sevorall y read :— 


Of Thos. Temple, President of the Fredericton Temperance Reform Club, of 
Fredericton, in the Province of New Brunswick,—Of D. H. Morrison, President of the 
Owen Sound Division of the Sons of Temperance,—and of Wm. Howey, President of 
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the District Lodge of the United Temperance Association of Canada, for the North 
Riding of the County of Grey, in the Province of Ontario ; severally praying for the 
insertion in the Act now before Parliament respecting the Traffic in Intoxicating 
Liquor, of clauses providing for the right of search and confiscation of liquorillegally 
exposed for sale. 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A Return of the Baptisms, 
Marriages and Burials in the District of St. Hyacinthe, for the year 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on tho Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 13.) 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, 
Commerce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act to 
“ authorize and confirm the scheme of arrangement of the Canada Southern Railway 
4 Company,” reported that they had gone through the said Bill, and had dirocted 
him to report the same with sevoral amendments, which he was ready to submit 
whenever the House would be pleased to receive them. 

Ordered, That the Report be now received, and 

The said amendments were then read by the Clerk, as follow :— 

Page 5, line 43.—After “ franchises ” insert “ or its fuel or supplies, the property 
of “the Company in Canada.” . 

Page 7, fine 20.—After the first “the” insert “principal departmental and other” 
and after “and” insert ‘ the.” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Dickson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Bourinot, it was 

Ordered, That the said amendments be taken into consideration by the House 
to-morrow. 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, 
Commerce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act respect- 
“(ing the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada,” reported that they had gone 
through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same to the House, without 
any amendment. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Ferrier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Botsford, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk, to retarn 
the Bill intituled : ‘An Act to incorporate The Regular Baptist Foreign Missionary 
‘ Society of Ontario and Quebec,” and to acquaint this House that they have passed 
the said Bill, with an amendment, to which they desire the concurrence of the 

nate. 

The said amondment was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 

Page 1, line 18, leave out ‘ True ”’ and insert “ Trew.” - 

And the same being again read, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. McMaster, seconded by tho Honorable Mr. 
Wilmot, it was, 

Ordered, That the said amendment be agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and aequaint that 
House that the Senate doth agree to their amendment made to the last mentioned 
Bill, without any amendment. 
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A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk, to 
return the Bill intituled : “An Act to revive and amend the Act incorporating the 
“ Montreal and Champlain Junction Railway Company,” and to acquaint this House 
that they have agreed to the amendment made by the Senate to the said Bill, 
without any amendment. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk, to return 
the Bill intituled: “An Act to incorporate the ‘ Société de Construction Mutuelle,’ 
“under the name of the ‘Société de Préts et Placements de Québec ’” and to acquaint this 
House that they have agreed to the amendments made by the Senate to the said Bill, 
without any amendment. 


The Honorable Mr. Northup moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Mc Lelan, 

That an humble Address bo presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this Housc all 
correspondence relating to shipment of grain by way of the Intercolonial Raiiway at 
Halifax, for Europe. | 

After Debate, 

On motion of the Honorablo Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Pelletier, it was 

Ordered, That further Debate on the said motion be postponed until to-morrow, 
and it do then stand as the first item upon the Orders of that Day, 


The Honorable Mr. Macpherson moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Allan, 

That the evidence taken from time to time before the Select Committee appointed 
to inquire into all the questions relating to the construction of the Fort Frances Lock, 
be printed for the use of the Members of this House, but that no copies thereof be 
delivered, exeept to the Members of the Committee, until further order. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, it was resolved in the affirmative, 
and | 
Ordered accordingly. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled : “An Act to amend the Post Office Act of 1875,” to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

* Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Wednesday next, 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled : ‘“ An Act to amend the Act incorporating the Sydenham Harbour Com- 
“pany,” to which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Wednesday next. 


A Messaze was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bil 
intituled : “ An Act respecting the Maritime Court of Ontario,” to which they desire 
the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was then read for the first timo. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 
gx Ordered, That the said Bill bo read a seco 1.1 time on Wednesday next. 

i 
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A Message was brought from the House of Cominons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: “An Act to amend an Act respo:ting conflicting claims to lands of 
“occupants in Manitoba,” to which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Wednesday next. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled : ‘ An Act further to amend the Act intituled an Act respecting the Public 
# Works of Canada,” to which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Scott, it. was | 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Wednesday next. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamitton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Botsford, | 
The House adjourned. 





Tuesday, 2nd April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 








Aikins, Cornwall, Howlan, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, Power, 
Allan, Dickey, Leonard, Pozer, 
Armand, Dickson, Lewin, Read, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, MrClelan, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Fabre, MeLelan, Ryan, 
Benson, Ferguson, Me Master, Scott, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macdonald, Seymour. 
Bourinot, Girard, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Bureau, Glasier, Macpherson, Skead, 
Campbell, Grant, Miller, Stevens, 
Carrall, Guévremont, Montgomery, Sutherland,. 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Inkerman), Muirhead, Trudel, 
Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Vidal, 
Chinic, Haviland, Odell, Wark, 
Cochrane, faythorne, Paquet, Wilmot. 
Cormicr, Hope, Pelletier, 


PRAYERS : 
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The following Petition was brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Macpherson,—Ot the Municipal Council of the County of 
Wellington, in the Province of Ontario. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day the following Petitions were severally read :— - 


Of F. S. Moore, ard others, of the City of Charlottetown, in the Province of Prince 
Edward Island, and of Hugh P. Kerr, and others, of the Dominion of Canada ; severally 
praying that the Act 40 Vic., Cap. 42, may be so amended as to exempt the 
Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance Company from its operation. 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A Return of the Baptisms, 
Marriages and Burials in the District of Terrebonne, Province of Quebec, for the yea 
1877. | 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 13.) 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, Com 
merce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act respecting 
“the Bank of Liverpool,” reported that thoy had gone through the said Bill, and had 
directed him to report the samo with several amondments, which he was ready te 
submit whenever the House would be pleased to recoive them. 

Ordered, That the Report be now received, and 

The said amendments were then read by the Clerk, as follow:— 

Page 1, line 19.—After “dollars” insert “on which eighty-five per cent. shall 
‘“ have beon paid.” | 

Page 2, line 4.—Leave out from “shares” to “ when” in line 6, and insert “ for 
“a period of five years from the issue of such preference shares.”’ 

The said amendments being read a second time, and the question of concurrence 
put on each, they were severally agreed to. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Kaulbach, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Macfarlane, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill, as amended, was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill, as amended, shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Sonate have rassed this Bill with several amendments, to which 
they desire their concurrence. 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, Com- 
merce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: ““An Act res ecting 
“the Northern Railway of Canada,” reported that they had gone through the sai 
Bill, and had directed him to report the same to the House without any amendment. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Allan, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Campbell, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was pui whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Ulerk do go down to the Honse of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. 


The House, accordiag to Order, resumed the adjourned Debate on the Honor- 
able Mr. Northup’s Motion for an Address to His Excellency, viz:—That an humble: 
Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, praying that His 

13 
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Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House all correspondence 
rc lating to shipment of grain by way of the Intercolonial Railway at Halifax, for 
Europe. 

After Debate, 

The said motion was amended and is as follows, viz. :— 

That an humble Address bo presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House all 
correspondence between any person or company and the Government, or the Super. 
intendent of Railways, relating to shipment of grain or other articles, by way of the 
Intercolonial Railway at Halifax, for Europe. 

The question of concurrence being put on the said motion, as amended, the same 
‘was resolved in the affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House a3 are Mombers of the Privy Counc’. 


The Order of the Day being read for putting the House into a Committee of the 
Whole on the Billintituled: “An Act respecting the Traffic in Intoxicating Liquors,» 

Tho Honorable Mr. Vidal, in amendment, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Girard 
moves, , 

That, before the Speaker leaves the Chair, it be an instruction to the Committee 
to amond the Bill in the manner following :— 

ist. On page 1, after line 34, insert: “The Logislature of any Province of the 
“ Dominion may, by Address to the Governor General in Council, duly certified and 
“transmitted by the Lieutenant Governor, ask that the second part of this Act 
“ may be biought into force in that Province, and the Governor General in Council, 
‘on receiving such Address, shall, by Order in Council, published in the Canada 
“ Gazette, and in the Official Gazette of the Province, declare that the second part of 
‘“ the Act shull come into force and take effect in such Province, at such date as may 
‘ be consistent with the provisions of the 93rd Section of this Act, in the case of a City 
“ or County with respect “to existing annual licenses for tho sale of spirituous 
** liquors.” 

“and. On page 20, after line 7, insert: “ No Order in Council issued under the 

‘ provisions of this Act to bring its second part into force in any Province, shall be 
“ revoked until after the expiration of two years from the day of its coming into 
“force ; nor unless, and until the Legislature of such Province, shall, by Address to 
‘the Governor General in Council, duly certified and transmitted by the Lieutenant 
“ Governor, have asked for such revocation.” 

3rd. On page 20, after the word “ Act” in the ninth line insert “to bring its 
‘ second part into force and affect in any County or City.” 

4th. On page 24, between Clauses 105 and 106 to insert a Clause authorizing the 
arrest and detention of any person found in a state of intoxication, and compelling 
such person on conviction to disclose where the liquor was obtained. 

Sth. On page 1, to strike out all that part of Section 92 after the word “ years” 

in line 37. 

6th. On page 21. to strike out that part of Section 94 from the word ‘‘ Council” 
in the 22nd line to the word “and” in the 38th line. 

After Debate, 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the negative. 

The House was then, according to Order, adjourned during pleasure, and put 
into a Committee of the Whole on the said Bill. 





In the Committee. 
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After some time the House was resumed, and 

The Honorable Mr. Penny reported from the said Committee that they had taken 
the said Bill into consideration, made some progress therein, and directed him to ask 
leave to sit again. 

Ordered, That the said Committee have leave to sit again to-morrow, and that it 
do then stand as the first Item on the Orders of that Day, and take precedence of 
Notices of Motion. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk to return 
the Bill intituled: “An Act to amend and to consolidate, as amended, the several 
“ Acts relating to the Quebec Fire Assurance Company,” and to acquaint this House 
that they have agreed to the amendment made by the Senate to the said Bill, without 
any amendment. ° 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk in the 
following words :— 


House oF Commons, 
Ortawa, let April, 1878. 


Resolved,—That a Message be sent to the Senate requesting their Honors to 
transmit for the information of this House :— | 

Ist. Copies of all contracts entered into during the year 1876 for the conveyance 
of Her Majesty’s Mails from Sydney to Cow Bay, Inttle and Big Glace Bays and 
Bridgeport, in the County of Cape Breton ; : 

2nd. Copies of notices for tenders and the titles of the newspapers wherein they 
were inserted; with all copies of other documents, correspondence, etc., in reference 
to stch contracts; also copies of all other contracts entered into in the years 1874, 
1875 and 1876 in tho said County of Cape Breton, with vouchers of payments for said 
services and*transmission of mail. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of the House do carry the said Message to the Senate. 


Attest 
ALFRED PATRIOK, 
Clerk of the House. 
And then he withdrew. 


And the Messenger was again called in and informed that the Senate will send 
an answer by 2 Messenger of their own. ; 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr, 
Pelletier, it was 

Ordered, That the said Message be taken into consideration by the House 
to-morrow. | 


D Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
ickson, ° 
The House adjourned. 

















134 3rd APRIL. A 1878 
Wednesday, 3rd April, 1878. 
The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 
The Honorable Messieurs 
Aikins. Cornwall, Howlan, Pelletier, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, Penny, 
Allan, Dickey, Leonard, Power, 
Armand, Dickson, Lewin, Pozer, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McClelan, Read, 
Bellerose, Fabre, McDonald, Reesor, 
Benson, Ferguson, Mc Lelan, Ryan, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Mc Master, Scott, 
Bourinot, Girard, | Macdonald, Seymour, 
Bureau, Glasier, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Campbell, Grant, Macpherson, Skead, 
Carrall, Guévremont, Miller, Stevens, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Inkerman), Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Muirhead, Trudel, 
C'hinic, Haviland, Northup, Vidal, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Odell, Wark, 
Cormier, Hope, Pdquet, Wilmot. 
PRAYERS 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the following Petition was read :— 


Of the Municipal Council of the County of York, in the Province of Mew Bruns- 
wick ; praying for the passing of the Bill now before Parliament intituled: ‘ An Act 
“respecting the Traffic in Intoxicating Liquor.” 


The Honorablo Mr. Bureau, from the Joint Committee of the Senate and House 
of Commons on the Printing ot Parliament, presented their Fifth Report. 
| Ordered, That it be received. and 


The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows!:— 


CoMMITTEE Room, 
2nd April, 1878. 
The Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing of Parliament beg leave to 
present the following as their Fifth Report :— 
Tbe Committee carefally examined the following documents, and recommend 
that they be printed, viz. :-— 


Return to Order,—Statement of the reason in each case for the Superannuation of 
the persons in the Civil Service mentioned in the Return laid before the House on 
the 18th February. (Jn Sessional Papers only.) 
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Return to Address,—Statement of number of miles actually graded &c., under 
Contracts Nos. 13, 14, 15 and 25 of the Canada Pacific Railway, &. 

Return to Order,—Statement of number of miles of Intercolonial operated on lst 
July, 1873, and the cost of operating the same, &c. 

Return to Address,—Orders in Council relating to the route of the Canada Central 
Extension, ana the contract for building, &c. 

Return to Address,— Arrangement made between the Intercolonial Railway and 
the Grand Trunk Railway, respecting the tariff of charges for the conveyance of 
passengers and freight over the Grand Trunk and Intercolonial Railways, &c. 

Return to Order,—Names of the Cadets that have been admitted at the Military 
College, Kingston, from the opening of said College, &c. 

Return to Address (Senate),—Specitications relating to the construction of the 
Lake Superior and Fort Garry Sections of the Canadian Pacific Telegraph. &c 

Return to Address,—Correspondence relating to any Amnesty, partial or complete, 
to Mr. W. B. O’ Donohue. 

Return to Order,—Statement of moneys received by the Dominion Land Office at 
Winnipeg, for payment of lands on the Railway Reserve, &c. 

Return to Order,—Shewing total cost to Government of Canada of the Philadel- 
phia Exhibition, &. (Jn Sessional Papers only.) 
| Return to Address, —Tenders for the construction of that portion of the Pembina 

Branch Railway between St. Boniface and Selkirk, &c. 

Return to Address,—Correspondence about the admission of Canadian-built ships 
into French Ports, at the same rate &c., as ships from Great Britajn and Ireland. 

Return to Order, —Number and value of all horses, horned cattle &c., imported 
into the Dominion from Ist February, 1877, to lst February, 1878, also number and 
value exported during same period, with amount of duties collected. 

Return to Order,—Value of meat, green, dried, cured or potted, imported from 
the United States, and the duty collected on such from 1st January, 1877, to 1st 

anuary, 1878. 

Return to Order,—Number of accidents and casualties which have occurred on 
the Railways of the Dominion during the years 1874-5-6 and 7. (In Sessional 
Papers only.) 

Message from His Excellency the Governor-General transmitting Addresses from 
the Legislative Council and Legislative Assembly of the Province of Quebec, on the 
subject of recent Ministerial changes in that Province. 

Message from His Excelloncy the Governor General transmitting a Memorandum 
from His Honor the Lieutenant-Governor of the Province of Quebec, with accompany- 
ing documents containing explanations in reference to recent Ministerial changes in 
that Provinco. 

List of Shareholders of the several Banks of the Dominion of Canada, in com- 
pliance with Act 34 Vic., Cap. 5., Sec. 12. 


The Committee also recommend that the following documents be not printed, 
viz :— 

Return to Order, —Shewing amount of moveys disbursed to January Ist, 1878 
on Contracts Nos. 13, 14, 15, 23 and 25 of the Canada Pacific Railway. 

turn to Order,—Report of Chief Engineer, or any other Engineer of the 

Canadian Pacific Railway, recommending a survey in 1876 of the route between 
Burrard’s Inlet and Yellow Head Pass. 

Return to Address,—Progress Estimates done under Contract 15 of the Cunada 
Pacific Railway. 

Return to Order,—Statement shewing quantities, kinds and cost of rails, fish-plates, 
bolts and nuts, &c., Intercolonial Railway, on hand 30th June, 1875, &c, 

Return to Order —Amounts paid for Printing in Prince Edward Island in 
1874-5-6, &c. 

Return to Order,—.Correspondence in connexion with the projected Harbour on 
Lake Erie, near the Village of Morpeth, County of Kent. , 
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Return to Order,—Correspondence as to the changing the Post Office at the Port 
of ew Campbellton to a Way Office and the reduction of the Salary of the 
Postmaster. 

Return to Order,--Amounts spent yearly since 1867 in maintenance of Military 
Schools in New Brunswick. - 

Return to Address, —Tenders for the construction of the platform for the Gun of 
No. 1 Fort at Lévis. 

Return to Order,—Shewing sums expended for repairs to Military Forts at Lévis 
since last Session, &c. 

Return to Order,-—Report of the Survey of the Harbor of Lingan, Cape Breton. 

Return to Address (Senate),--Reports made to the Minister charged with the 
administration of Dominion Lands, &c., under Act 38 Vic., Cap. 73. 

Return to Address (Senate),—Statement of amount expended during past year on 
the L’Ardoise Breakwater in Cape Breton. 

Return to Address,—-Mr Kingsford’s Report on the Survey of the Harbor of Matane. 

Return to Address,—Shewing amounts of the six lowest tenders for Sections 17, 
18, 19, 20, 27, 28, 33, 34 and 35 of the New Welland Canal. 

Return to Order,—-Correspondence relative to the pensions paid to the Square 
Timber Cullers dismissed last year. 

Return to Order,---Specification for construction of Malpeque Breakwater, &c. 

Return to Order---Report of Surveys, Saskatchewan River, in view of the 
improvement of the navigation at the Coals Falls, &e. 

Return to Order,-~List of Employees, Department of Marine, in the District of 
Quebec, excluding the men employed in the River Police Force. . 

Return io Address,--A detailed statement of all sums of money received by Pierre 
Alexis Tremblay, Esq., Land Surveyor, in connection with the Ordnance Lands in 
1876 and 1877, &c. 

Leturn to Order,-Shewing what Lights have been built at Tignish Breakwater 
durin the past season, &c. 

Leturn to Address,—Names of the parties who tendered for the works now being 
constructed under the control of the Quebec Harbor Trust, on the River St. Charles. 

Return to Order,—-Statement of amount expended for re-measurement of Steam 
Vessels regintered under Act of late Province of Canada, now repealed. 

Return to Order,—Statement of duties collected by Customs and Inland Revenue 
Departments at St. John, N.B., from 1st July. 1876, to lst January, 1877, and from 
Ast July, 1877, to lst January, 1878. 

Return to Address,—Papers connected with Zngonish Harbor Breakwater, &c. 

Return to Order,—Annual Returns of the Capital, &c., of the Canada Southern 
Railway Company, required under Cap. 25, 38 Vic., and Cap. 14, 39 Vic. 

Supplementary Return to Address,--Reports by Admiral DeHorsey, as to a port 
most suitable for a terminus of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

Return to Address (Senate),--Correspondence with the Post Office Inspector for 
Neva Scotia, in November, December, and January last, in relation to Mail irregu- 
rites between the Post Offices of Arichat, Hawkesbury and Antigonish, in the said 

vince, 


All which is respectfully submitted. 
J. Socpson, 


Chairman. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Bureau, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be taken into consideration by the. House 
to-morrow. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr.. Scott, 
it was 
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Ordered, That the time limited for receiving Petitions for Private Bills, present- 
ing Private Bills and Reports from Standing or Select Committees, be extended to 
Thursday the eleventh day of April instant. 


The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committee on Standing Orders and Private: 
Bills, presented their Eleventh Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk as follows :— 


THE SENATE, 
Commirrxe Room, 
3rd April, 1878. 

The Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bills have the honor to presen t 
the following as their Eleventh Report :' | 

Your Committee have examined the Petition of the Hochelaga Building Society, 
praying for a new Charter of incorporation and for the powers necessary to the good 
working of said Society, and find that sufficient notice has been given. 


All which is respectfully submitted. 


WiLciAM MILLER, 


Chairman. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 


The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committee on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act to incorporate the Missionary” 
“Society of The Bible Christian Church in Canada,” reported that they had gone 
through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same with several amend- 
ments, which he was ready to submit whenever the House was would bé pleased 
te receive them. | 

Ordered, That the Report be now received, and 

The said amendments were then read by the Clerk, as follow :—- 

Page 1, line 39.—Leave out “and Missionary Schools.” 

L Pago 1, line ult.—Leave out from “ thereof” to the first “The” in page 2, line 
0. 

Page 2, line 21.—Leave out from “places” to “The” in line 34, and insert 

Clause A. 


Clause A. 


“The said Society by the name of the ‘The Missionary Society of The Bible 
“Christian Church in Canada,’ may receive, acquire and hold moneys, promissory 
“notes, bank notes, bank stocks and public securities and invest moneys now held 
“ by the said Society, or which may hereafter be acquired in bank stocks and public 
“securities, and dispose of the same for the purpose of furthering the objects of the 
“said Society as and when it may seem expedient to do 80.” 

Page 2, line penult.—Leave out the first “of” and insert “in force in.’ 

And the said amendments being read a second time, and the question of concur- 
rence put on each, they were severally agreed to. : 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Aikins, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time to-morrow. 


The Honorable Mr. Kaulbach, from the Select Committee to whom was referred 
the Bill for the relief of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon, presented their Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :-— 


- 
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THe SENATE 
' . CoxuirtTez Room, 
3rd April, 1878. 


The Select Committee to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act for the 
‘relief of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon,” with power to send for persons, papers and 
records, beg leave to report thereon as follows :-— 

In obedience to the Order of Reference of the twenty-seventh day of March last, 
‘and to the instruction given to your Committee on the same day, your Committee 
have cxamincd the said Bill, and have also oxamined the Petitioner for the said Bill, 
as well generally as in regard to any collusion or connivance between the parties; 
and the said examination of the Petitioner having been taken down in writing, is 
herewith submitted. 

And in compliance with the seventy-eighth Rule of your Honorable House, your 
-Committee have heard, on oath, the witnesses brought before them, and have caused 
their evidence to be taken down in writing, and now report the same herewith, 
together with all vouchers adduced before your Committee. 

And having duly considered the said Bill, examination, evidence and vouchers, 
your Committee find the preamble of the said Bill proved, (some discrepancies 

tween dates given in the recital of the Petition, and those given by the Petitioner 

-on her examination, not being material to the effect of the acts to which they relate), 
and do not find that there has been any collusion or connivance between the parties 
to obtain the separation for which the Bill provides. 

Your Committee accordingly recommend your Honorable House to pass the 
‘said Bill without any amendment. 


All which is respectfully submitted. 
H. A. W. KauLBacH, 
° Chairman. 


(For Evideuce, &c., Vide Appendix No. 3.) 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Kaulbach, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
_McLeélan, it was 

Ordered, That the said Report and Evidence submitted be printed, and, with the 
Bill, be taken into consideration by the House on Friday next. 


The House, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure, and put into 
-a Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act respecting the Tariff in 
In toxicating Liquors.” 


In the Committee. 


After some time the House was resumed, and 

The Honorable Mr. Penny, from the said Committee, reported that they had 
‘taken the said Bill into consideration, made some progress theroin, and had dirocted 
‘him to ask leave to sit again. 

Ordered. That the ;said Committee have leave to sit again at eight o'clock this 
evening. 


It being six o'clock P. M., His Honor the Speaker left the Chair to resume the 
‘samy at half-past seven o’clock this evening. 
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The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled: 
“An Act to provide that persons charged with common assault shall be competent 
“as Witnesses,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the amend- 
ments proposed by the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways to the Bill 
intituled: “An Act to authorize and confirm the scheme of arrangement of the 
“Canada Southern Railway Company,” and 

The same being again read by the Clerk, 
be On motion of the Honorable Mr. Dickson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Camp- 

ll, it was ; 

Ordered, That the said amendments be agreed to. 

On motion of the Honourble Mr. Dickson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Campbell, 
it was 
Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, be road a third time to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“Au Act to amend ‘ The Post Office Act 1875,’ ” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scoif, 
it was 

Ordered, That the same Be postponed until to-morrow. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Billintituled: “An Act to amend the Act 
“incorporating the Sydenham Harbour Company,” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Ilonorable Mr. 
Leonard, it was ° 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Standing Orders 
and Private Bills. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: ‘ An Act respecting the 
“Maritime Court of Ontario,” was read a second time. . 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Bureau, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committce of the Whole House 
to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled, 
“ An Act to amend an Act respecting conflicting claims to Lands of Occupants in 
“© Manitoba,” 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Bureau, it was 
Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. ; 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“ An Act further to amend the Act intituled ‘ An Act respecting the Public Works 
“of Canada,’” 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Bureau, it was 
Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Message of the 
Commons, dated the Ist instant, viz:— 
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Resolved, That a Message be sent to the Senate requesting their Honors to 
transmit for the information of this House :— 

Ist. Copies of all contracts entered into during the year 1876 for the convey- 
ance of Her Majesty’s mails from Sydney to Cow Bay, Little and Big Glace Bays and 
Bridgeport, in the County of Cape Breton. 

2nd. Copies of notices for tenders and the titles of the newspapers wherein 
they were inserted, with all copies of other documents, correspondenee, etc., in 
referciice to such contracts; also, copies of all other contracts entered into in the 
years 1874, 1875 and 1576, in the said County of Cope Breton, with vouchers of pay- 
ments for said ¢ervices, and transmission of mail. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of the House do carry the said Message to the Senate. 


Attost. ALFRED PATRICK, 
Clerk of the Commons. 


Tho Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

To Resolve, That the Return made to this House on the eighth day of March, 1877, 
to an Address of this House to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 
fifteenth day of February, 1877 ; “‘ praying His Excellency to cause to be laid before 
“this House—Ist. Copies of all contracts entered into during the year 1876, for the 
“conveyance of Hor Majesty’s Mails from Sydney to Cow Bay, Little and Big Glace 
“ Bays, and Bridgeport, in the County of Cape Breton.” 

‘“‘2nd—Also, copies of notices for tenders and the titles of the newspapers wherein 
“they wore inserted, with copies of all other documents, correspondence, &., in 
“ reference to such contracts.” 

‘ Also,--Copies of all other contracts entered into in the years 1874, 1875 and 
“1876, in the sdid County of Cape Breton, with vouchers of payments for said services 
“for transmission of Mails,” be communicated to the Commons, in compliance with 
their Message of yesterday, and that the same may be returned to this House. 

Ordered, That one of the Masters in Chancery do carry the said Message and 
papers to the House of Commons. 


The House, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure and again pat 
into a Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “ An Act respecting the Tratfic 
“ in Intoxicating Liquors.”’ 





In the Committee. 





After some time the House was resumed, and ° 

The Honorable Mr. Penny reported from the Committee that they had again 
taken the said Bill into consideration, made some further progress therein, and 
directed him to ask leave to sit again. 
m On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Peiletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Committee have leave to sit again to-morrow, and that it 
do then stand as the first Item on the Orders of that Day, and take precedence of 
Notices of Motion. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Pelletier, 
The House adjourned. 
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Thursday, 4th April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Atkins, Cornwall, Hovwlan, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, Power, 
Allan, Dickey, Leonard, Pozer, 
Armand, Dickson, Lewin, Read, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McClelan, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Fabre, Mc Lelan, Ryan, 
Benson, Ferguson, Mc Master,', Scott, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Girard, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Bureau, Glasier, Mapherson Skead, 
Campbell, Grant, Miller, Stevens, 
Carrall, Guévremont, Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (inkerman),Muirhead, — Trudel, 
Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Vidal, 
Chinic, Haviland, Odell, Wark, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Paquet, Wilmot. 
Cormier, Hope, Peltetier, 

PRAYERS 


Pursuant to the Ordor of the Day the fuliowing Petition was read :— 


Of the Municipal Council of the County of Wellington, in the Province of Ontario ; 

raying that the Temperance Act of 1864 may be so amended as to exclude Beer and 

Native Wine from the operation of said Act, also that the vote be taken by ballot, and 
in the same manner as at Municipal Elections, 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A List of the Shareholders 
of the Bank of Hamilton, as on the twenty-eighth day of February, 1878. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


-( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 15.) 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, 
Commerce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act to 
“authorize the National Insurance Company to reduce its Capital Stock, and for 
“other purposes,” reported that they had gone through the said Bill, and had 
directed him to report the same to the House, without any amendment. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Trudel, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Campbell, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass? 

It was resolved in tho affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons, and acquaint 
that House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. 
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The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, Com- 
mercesand Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled : ‘“ An Act to incorporate. 
“The Dominion Company,” presented their Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


Tux SENATE, 
ComMITTEE Room, 
4th April, 1878. 


The Select Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, to whom was. 
referred the Bill intituled : ‘ An Act to incorporate The Dominion Company,” have, 
in obedience to the Order of reference of Thursday, the seventh day of March last, 
examined the said Bill, and now beg leave to report thereon, that the preamble of the 
said Bill has not been proved to their satisfaction. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

Jno. HAMILTON (Kingston), 
Chairman. 

Ordered, That the said Report do lie on the Table. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Campbell, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Dickson, it was 

Ordered, That the fee paid on the Bill intituled: “ An Act to incorporate The 
«Dominion Company,” be refunded to the Promoters of the said Bill, provided that all 
expenses are paid. 


The House, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure, and again put 
into a Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “ An Act respecting the Traffic 
“in Intoxicating Liquors.” . 


In the Committee. 


Aftor some time the House was resumed, and ‘ 

The Honorable Mr. Penny, from the said Committee, reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill directed him to report the same with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the said amendments be now received. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said amendments be taken into considoration by the House on 
Monday next. 


The Honorable Mr. Simpson, from the Joint Committee of the Senate and House of 
Commons on the Printing of Parliament, presented their Fourth Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


ComMITTEE Room, 
2nd April, 1878. 


The Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing of Parliament beg leave to 
submit as their Fourth Report :— 

The First and Second Reports of the Sub-Committee appointed to audit the Print 
ing Accounts, and for other purposes, together with the Report of the Clerk of the 
Committee on the Printing Services ot the past year, and “The Printing Account 
Annual Balance Sheot, for the fiscal year 1876-7,” all hereto annexed, which they 
respectfully recommend for the consideration of both Houses. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

J. SIMPSON, 
Chairman. 
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CoMMITTEE Room, 
14th March, 1878. 


The Sub-Committee of the Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing of” 
Parliament, to whom was referred the Accounts for the past year, beg leave to present 
the following as their First Report :-— 

The Sub-Committee examined the Balance Sheet, and having carefaly compared ’ 
the receipts with the certificate of the Auditor-General, of the Warrants issued,——as- 
well as the Cash on hand, as verified by the Bank Pass-book found them correct. The- 
Expenditure they verified by the Accounts in detail, duly receipted by the several 
Contractors ;—they also further verified the Account for Printing, which is furnished 
item by item, by a file of the work performed, each document being ebarged sepa- 
rately, and having tested weveral, both as to measurement and charges, were satisfied 
of their correctness. 

The Sub-Committee have, therefore, signed the Balance Sheet as having been. 
audited by them, and found correct. 

All which is respecttully submitted. 

Gro. W. Ross, 
| Chairman. . 
Commitr£e Room, 
18th: March, 1878... 


The Sub-Committee of the Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing “of” 
Parliament, to whom were referred the Accounts of tke past year, and also the appli- 
cation of Mr. Botterell, for additional assistance during the recess, beg leave to submit 
the following as their Second Report : — 

With regard to the reference to the Sub-Committee of the application of Mr. 
Botterell, they called upon that official to farnish them with a Comparative Statement 
of the amount of labor performed in the Distributing Department, in 1869, in 1873, 
and in 1877. They also examined other Officials cognizant of the work. From the 
information thus obtained, the Sub-Committee are of opinion there is work 
sufficient to justify the continuation of the services of one of the Sessional 
Messengers now on the staff, during the recess, as a Second Assistant Distributor, for 
whieh service they would recommend an additional allowance of $300. 

All which is respectfally submitted. 

Gro. W. Ross, 


Chairman... 


CoMMITTEE Room, 
22nd February, 1878.. 


To the Chairman and Members of the Joint Committee on Printing. 


GENTLEMEN,-—] beg to submit the Annual Balance Shoet for the Printing Services 
of Parliament for tho year 1876-7, shewing the cost of those services to have been 
$63,853.25. Accounts in detail for the expenditure of the above sum, with fyles of the 
work per:ormed as Vouchers, are ready for the Audit Committee. 

The several Contractors for the Printing and Binding have shewn every desire to 
moet the requirements of Parliament according to their respective Contracts, and 
very satisfactorily. | 

The Printing Paper furnished under the Contract has so varied in quality that 
the attention of the Contractor had to be directed to it. 

The usual sum of $70,000 has been pluced in the Estimates for the Printing. 
Services of Parliament, for the year 1878-9. 

All which is respectfully submitted. | 
Eu ., Henry HARTNEY, 

Clerk, Joint Committee on Printing. 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Aikins, 
it was 

Crdered, That the said Report be taken into consideration by the House on 
Monday next. 


À Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk to return 
the Bill intituled: “An Act for the relief of Hugh Hunter,” and to acquaint 
this House that they have passed the said Bill without any amendment. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk to return 
the Bill intituled: “An Act respecting the Bank of Liverpool,” and to acquaint this 
House that they have agreed to the amendments made by the Sehate to the said Bill 
without any amendment. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk, to return 
the Bill intituled: “An Kot respecting the Montreal and City of Ottawa Junction 
Railway Company,” and to acquaint this House that they have passed the said Bill, 
with an amendment, to which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The said amendment was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 

Page 1, line 40.—After “a” insert *‘ two-thirds.” 

And the same being again read, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Ferrier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bourinot, 
it was 

Ordertd, That the said amendment be agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate doth agree to their amendment made to the last mentioned 
Bill, without any amendment. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk, to return 
the Bill intituled: “ An Act for the relief of George Frothingham Johnston,” and to 
acquaint this House that they have passed the said Bill, with an amendment, to 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The said amendment was then read by the Clerk, as follows:— 

Page 2, line 7.—Leave out from “ whatsoever” to “It” in line 11. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Odell, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said amendment be taken into consideration by the House 
to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for the third roading of the Bill intituled: “ An 
“ Act to authorize and confirm the scheme of arrangement of the Canada Southern 
4 Railway Company,” as amended, 

The Honormble Mr. Dickson moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Campbell, 

That the said Bill, as amended, be now read a third time. 

Pp The Honorable Mr. Hope moved, in amendment, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
ower, 

That all the words in the said motion after “be” be left out, and the following 
inserted in lieu thereof “ referred back to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and 
“¢ Railways, with instructions to insert the following in the said Bill, viz: 

A. “No Bond, Coupon, Debonture or Mortgage or other security which has 
“been or shall be issued by the Company, shall by reason of any lien, charge, in- 
“‘ cumbrance or preforential claim on the revenue, assets or property of the Company 
“ of any kind or nature whatsoever, be held or construed to prevent a judgment or 
“decree against the property of the Company for a debt incurred for workin 
‘“‘expenses as hereinbefore defined from being enforced by execution ; Provid 
“‘ that no actual levy shall be made by virtue of such execution, without an order or 
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“certificate being made by a Judge of the Court in which such judgment or decree 
“has been obtained, stating that in his opinion proceedings upon such execution 
“shall not stop the traffic of the Company.” | 

B. “ The chief place of business of the Company with the General and Depart- 
“mental Offices, Treasurer’s Office and principal work shops of the said Company, shall 
“be, and continue to be, in the Town of St. Thomas, in the County of Eigin, and 
“ Province of Ontario.” 

The question of concurrence boing put thereon ; the House divided: and the 
names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 


ConTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Bureau, Cormier, McClelan (Hopewell), Stevens, 

Chafers, Haythorne, Mc Master, Trudel, 

Christie (Speaker), Hope, Power, Wark.—12. 
Non-Conrents : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Muirhead, 
Allan, Chinic, Haviland, — enny, 
Armand, Cochrane, Howlan, 
Baillargeon, Dever, Kaulbach, Scott, 
Bellerose, Dickson, Mc Lelan( Pics Bone 
Benson, Fabre, Macdonald ( Victoria), Simpson, 
Botsford, Ferguson, Macfarlane, Skead, 
Bourinot, Ferrier, Macpherson, Vidal, 
Campbell, Girard, Miller, Wilmot.—39. 
Carrall, Guévremont, Montgomery, 

So it passed in the negative. 


The question being then pat on the original motion, the same was resolved in 
the affirmative, and 

The said Bill, as amended, was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill, as amended, shall pass? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill with several amendments, to which they 
desire their concurrence. 


The Order of the Day being read for the third reading of the Billintituled : “ An 
“ Act to incorporate the Missionary Society of the Bible Christian Church in Canada,” 

The Honorable Mr. Simpson moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Aikins, 

That the said Bill bé now read a third time. ; 

" The Honorable Mr. Bellerose moved in amendment, seconded by the Honorable 
. Trudel, 

That the question be not now put, but that the Bill be referred to the Judges of 
the Supreme Court for their opinion on the question whether this measure does or 
does not relate to a matter coming within the classes of subjects assigned exclusively 
to the Legislatures of the Provinces by the British North America Act, 1867, Section 
92, SubSection 13, ‘“ Property and Civil Rights in the Province ;” Sub-Section 11 
of samo Section, “Incorporation of Companies with Provincial objects ;” Sub-Section 
16, “ Generally all matters of a merely local or private nature in the Province ;”’ 
and, x SubSection 7, “The establishment, maintenance and management of 
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Page 2, line 8.— Leave out “ Association ” and insert “ Company,” and after “or” 
insert ‘“ mortgages or othor.” 

Page 2, line 10.—Leave out from “them” te “to” in line 12. 

Page 2, line 13.—Leave out “ Association” and insert “ Company.” 

Page 2, line 14.—Leave out “ assignments.” 

Page 2, line penult.—Leave out “ Association ” and insert “ Company.” 


Inthe Preamble of the Bit. 


Page 1, line 4.— Leave out from “desire” to “to” in line 5, and insert “under 
“‘ the name conferred upon them by the Legislature of the Province of Quebec at its 
‘ last Session.” 

Page 1, line 6.— Leave out “ necessary.” 

Page 1, line 7.—After “ powers” insert “usually granted to Loan and Invest- 
‘ ment Companies.” 

‘Page 1, line 7.—After “petition” insert ‘“ and whereas tho name of the said 
“ Corporation has been changed to ‘The Montreal Investment and Building ‘Com- 

pany.’ 39 


In the Title of the Bill. 


After “Association” insert “by the name of the Montreal Investment and 
“ Building Company.” 

The said amendments being again read by the Clerk, and the question of con- 
currence put on each, they were severally agreed to. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Ryan, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill, to which they desire their eoncurrence. 


. The Honorable Mr. Miller, from the Committee on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act to amend the Act 

“incorporating the Sydenham Harbour Company,” reported that they had gone 
through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same to the House without 
any amendment. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Aikins, it was | 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whethor this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk de go down to the Houso of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill without aay amendment. 


The Honorable Mr. Campbell moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickson, 

That the fourteenth Rale of this House be dispensed with in so far as it relates 
to the following motion, viz :— 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency tho Govenor General, 
praying His Excellency to be pleased to trunsmit to this House, copies of any 
correspondence with or communications to His Excellency or to the Secretary of 
State, from Mr. DeBoucherville, or any other Member of the late Government of the 
Province of Quebec, since the 26th of March last, on the subject of the recent 
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Ministerial changes in that Province; and also that His Excellency will be pleased 
to transmit to this House a copy of the Commission held by the Lieutenant Governor 
of the Province of Quebec, and of any instructions issued to him therewith or since. 

The questions of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 


Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excollency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Read moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Girard, 

To Resolve, That this House regrets that the mode adopted by the Government 
in relation to the construction of the Pacific Railway involves the expenditure of 
enormous sums of public money without any corresponding beneficial results. 

After Debate, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Girard, seconded by tho Honorable Mr. Trudel, 
it was 

Ordered, That further debate on the said motion be postponed until Monday next. 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the Fifth Report 
of the Joint Covamittee of the Senate and House of Commons, on the Printing of 
Parliament, and - 

The same being again read by the Clerk, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Bourinot, it was , 

Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“ An Act to provide that persons charged with common assault shall be competent as 
“ Witnesses,’ 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 

That the said Bill be now read @ second time. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly. 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Penny, it was 

rdered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committee of the Whole House on 

Monday next. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled: 
# An Act to amend ‘ The Post Office Act, 1875,’” . 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 

That the said Bill be now read a second time 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
Affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly. 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Penny, it was | 

Ordered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committee of the Whole Houso 
on Monday next. | 


The Order ofthe Day being read for putting the Housa into a Committee of the 
Whole on the Bill intituled : “ An Act respecting the Maritime Court of Ontario,” 

On motion of tho Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 
it was 

Ordered, ‘That the same be postponed until Monday next. 
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ry The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
‘ An Act to amend ‘ An Act respecting conflicting claims to lands of occupants in 
‘ Manitoba,’ ” 
e+ The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 
+. That the said Bill be now read a second time. 
% The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly. 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Penny, it was 

‘dered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committee of the Whole House on 

Monday next. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
‘ An Act further to amend the Act intituled: ‘An Act respecting the Public Works 
“ of Canada’ ” 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 

That the said Bill be now read a second time. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmutive, and 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly. 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Penny, it was 

rdered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committee of the Whole House on 

Monday next. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Bill intituled : “ An 
‘ Act for the relief of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon,” together with the Report of the 
Select Committee, to whom the said Bill was referred, and the evidence submitted 
by the said Committee, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Kaulbach, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
McLelan, it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until Monday next. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the amendment made 
by the House of Commons tothe Bill intituled: “An Act for the relief of George 
rothingham Johnston,” 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, it 
was 
Ordered, That the same be postponed until Monday next. 


A Mossage was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled : “An Act to amend the Acts incorporating the Brockville and Ottawa Rail- 
“way Company, and the Canada Central Railway Company, and to provide for the 
“ amalgamation of the said Companies,” to which they desire the concurrence of this 
House. 

The said Bil] was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Skead, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickson, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Monday next. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: “An Act to incorporate ‘ La Société de Construction du Comté a’ Hochelaga’ 
as a Permanent Building Society, and for other purposes,” to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 


41 Victoria. _ 5th & 8th APRIL. 153 














On motion of the Honorable Mr. Trudel, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Girard, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Monday next. 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. McClelan (Hopewell), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Wilmot, 

The House adjourned until Monday next at Three o’clock in the afternoon. 


Monday, 8th April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cormier, | Howlan, Penny, 
Alexander, Cornwall, Kaulbach, Power, 
Allan, Dever, Lewin, Pozer, 
Dickey, McClelan, , 
Baillargeon, Dickson, McDonald, Ryan, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, McLelan, Scott, 
Benson, Fabre, McMaster, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macdonald, Simpson, 
Bourinot, Girard, Macfarlane, Skead, 
Bureau, Glosier, Miller, Stevens, 
Campbell, Grant, Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Carrall, Guevremont, Muir Trudel, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Vidal, 
Chapais, Haviland, Odell, Wark, 
Chinic, Haythorne, Paquet, Wilmot. 
Cochrane, Hope, Pelletier, 
PRAYERS 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the Fourth 
Report of the Joint Committee of the Senate and House of Common on the Printing 
of Parliament, and 

The same bein ain read by the Clerk, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Atkins, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Bill intituled : “An 

“ Act respecting the Traffic in Intoxicating Liquors,” as amended in Committee of 

the Whole House, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

it was 
Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 
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Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: “An Act to amend the 
“ Act incorporating the Brockville and Ottawa Railway Company, and the Canada 


“Central Railway Company, and to provide for the amalgamativn of the said Com- 


“panies,” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, it 
was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 


.and Railways. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: ‘“ An Act to incorporate 
“+ La Société de Construction du Comté d’Hochelaga’ as a Permanent Building Society, 
‘ and for other purposes,” was read a second time. 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Trudel, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Cormier, 
it was 
Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce, 


-and Railways. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, acquainted the House that he had 
a Message from His Excellency the Governor General under his sign manual, which 


His Excellency had commanded him to deliver to this House. 


The same was then read by the Clerk, and is as follows :— 


Dufferin, — 


The Governor General transmits to the Senate a letter trom the Honorable C. B. 
DeBoucherville, having reference to recent Ministerial changes in the Province of 


Quebec. 


“GOVERNMENT Hous 


Ottawa, 8th ‘April, 1878. 


Orrawa, 3rd April, 1878. 


Srz,—I have the honor to inform, through you, His Excellency the Governor 


‘General that 1 have this day transmitted to the Hon. the Secretary of State of 


Canada a letter or memorandum with annexed document, addressed to His Excellency 
with request that it may be put in His Excellency’s hands, and that His Excellency 
the Governor General may be pleased to lay that letter and annexed document before 
both Houses of Parliament. | 

My letter or memorandum being an explanation of the charges brought against 
me and my colleagues by the Lieutenant Governor of Quebec, I belivve that it is due 
to me and my colleagues that our explanations may be commanicated to both Houses 
of Parliament in the same way that the Lieutenant Governor's memorandum was 
communicated to them. 

I have, therefore, to respectfully reiterate my request. 


And remain, Sir, &c., 
(Signed) C. B. DEBoucHERVILLE 
oe, 
Hon. Cot. LITTLETON, &e., 
Ottawa. 
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(Copy) 
Ortawa, 3rd April, 1878. 


Sm,—I have the honor to transmit herewith a letter, with annexed document, 
addressed to His Excellency the Governor General. I have the honor to request, 
through you, His Excellency to be kind enough to lay the above mentioned letter 
and document before both Houses of Parliament. 


I have the honor to be, Sir, 
Your most obedient and humble Servant, 


(Signed) C. B. DEBouvcHERrvIL.s, 


M. L. C. 
The Honorable R. W. Soorr, 


Secretary of State, 
— Ottawa. 


To His Excellency the Right Honorable the Earl of Dufferin, K.P., K.C.B., G.C.M.G., 
Governor General of Canada, Ottawa. 


Orrawa, April 2nd, 1878. 


My Lonp,—The “ explanatory case ” addressed to your Excellency by His Honor 
M Letellier, and accompanying the documents and details which related to my 
recent dismissal from office, and by you transmitted to the Senate and House of 
Commons, containing as it does statements of facta, the accuracy of which I respect- 
falty deny, imposes upon me the duty of submitting for your information and con- 
sideration the following :— 


As your Excellency is doubtless aware, M. Angers laid upon the table of the 
Legislative Assembly on the 8th of March last, copies of the correspondence and ex- 
lanations by him made at my request relating to the dismissal from office of the 
eBoucherville Government. This correspondence and explanations, with some com- 
ments of his own, are contained in the copy of the Votes and Proceedings of that 
House of the 9th March, and I respectfully beg to be permitted to annex them as 
forming part hereof. I beg, however, to add to these explanations of M. Angers a 
few words upon two subjects, viz : — 
1. In the memorandum which I had the honor to address to His Honor M. 
“ Letellier, under date 27th February, I said .—“ Later I had the honor to ask your 
“Excellency for a general permission to submit to the House measures concerning 
“money matters, which your Excelloncy gave me with your ordinary courtesy. 
“This permission, [ may say, had always been granted me by your predecessor, the 
“lamented M. Caron.” 
Ido not think that the meaning of these phrases is correctly rendered in the 
paragraph in His Honor’s letter to me, under date the Ist March, wherein he says :— 
-“ [t is true that the Premier gives in his letter as one ot the reasons for acting 
“as he did, that this permission of using the name of the Representative of the Crown 
“had always been granted him by the predecessor of the present Lieutenant Governor 
“the lamented M. Caron. 
“ This reason cannot be one for the Lieutenant Governor; for in so acting, he 
would have abdicated his position as Representative of the Crown, which act, neither 
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the Lieutenant Governor or the Premier could reconcile with the obligation of the 
Lieutenant Governor to the Ctown.” 

It is manifost that I desired to say, and that, in fact, I did say, that the late M. 
Caron had given me that authority for money matters only. 

My Lord, I respect too highly the memory of that virtuous and distinguished 
statesman, to allow any such misinterpretation of my meaning to pass unchallenged, 
by which I am made to intimate that the deceased M. Caron had abdicated to me 
his position as the Representative of the Crown. ‘Every person who knew the late 
M. Caron and his high legal and constitutional attainments, will share with me my 
regretful surprise, that any such imputation should be cast upon his memory. 

2nd. That, not having kept any memorandum of such conversations as I had 
with the Lieutenant Governor, except those which took place since the 25th February, 
last, I have no remarks to make upon the paragraph, wherein it is stated :— 

“The Premier did not let the Governor iknow, then or since, that the Govern- 
‘ ment was in such a state of penury as to necessitate special legislation to increase 
“ public taxation;” unless it be that this statement does not seem to me to accord 
with a preceding paragraph, wherein it is stated that the Lieutenant Governor drew 
my attention “to the necessity of reducing the expenses of Government and of the 
‘ Legislature, instead of having recourse t6 new taxes in view of avoiding financial 
“em ssment.” 

I acknowledge that I never did inform the Governor that the Province was in a 
state of penury, simply because I was convinced of the contrary. — 

“The Lieutenant Governor expressed also, but with regret, to the Premier, that 
“the Orders passed in Council to increase the salaries of Civil Service servants seemed 
“to him inopportune. 

Upon this matter I merely desire to remark that these Orders in Council were 
authorized by a law passed during the Session of 1876. | 

I propose now, my Lord, to deal with the specific allegations made against me 
by His Honor M. Letellier, in his explanatory case, and, for convenience sake, I take 

e liberty to quote from His Honor’s memorandum :— 

“Ist. During the Session of 1876, a Bill had been read three times in one of the 
‘two branches of the Legislature, and only twice in the other. 

“This Bill, bearing all the certificates which were necessary to induce me to 
“ believe that it had been regularly passed and adopted, was submitted to me by the 
Premier for my sanction. 

7 “In consequence of being left in ignorance of these facts by my advisers, I 
“ ganctioved the Bill. 

“ Not long afterwards I was informed of the irregularity, and I immediately 
“spoke of it to the Premier. I made the observation that such an Act would entail 
“too serious consequences to allow of its being passed over. 

‘ As a favor to him, however, I passed over this instance of irregular legislation, 
“which was then irreparable.” 

in relation to this, the facts willfurnish a sufficient answer. The Act in question 
was a Bill entitled: “An Act to authorize the formation of Societies for the improve- 
“ment of country roads, and for the destruction of noxious weeds in the Province of 
“Quebec.” It was introduced in the Legislative Council, duly passed that House, and 
was sent down to the Legislative Assembly for its concurrence. 

Apparently in the hurry of the last hours of the Session, after it had been read 
twice, the Clerk, by mistake, certified it as passed without amendment, and 
it was thus sent back to the Legislative Council. His Honor came 
down on the following day to prorogue the Legislature and his 
assent wus viven to this Bill along with others. The error was immediately 
discovered by the Attorney General, who made a report for transmission to Ottawa 
stating the error, and suggesting that the Act should be disallowed. The Hon. 
Mr. Blake, then Minister of Justice, reported in reply that this was unnecessary, 
that the Act, not having received all its stages, was but blank paper, and as a conse- 
quence it was not printed in the Statutes. In view of this fact, it 1s difficult to under 
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stand the statement of His Honor the Lieutenant Governor that, “as a favor” to me, 
he ‘ passed over this instance of irregular legislation, which wus then irreparable.” 

Eu During the same Session another Bill was submitted to me for my sanction. 
‘ On examining it I perceived a blank which had not been filled up, which I pointed 
“ out to the Premier in the following letter :— 


“ ( Private.) se Quzzzc, 27th December, 1876. 


“My DEAR Premier,—A Bill (E), which originated in the Council, was passed 
“ by the Legislative Assembiy without amendment; upon reading it before adding 
“ my certificate of sanction, I noticed that a blank had not been filled up in the 
“ gevonth line of the sixth section. 

‘ You followed the usual practice in not fixing the amount of the penalty in the 
‘“ Legislative Council, but the matter passed unperceived, or the officers, through some 
‘“ mistake, omitted to insert the amount fixed by the House, or it may have been an 
# error in the proof-sheets. 

“ While on the subject of these mistakes, you will find another in the second 
‘ section of the same Act, wherein the word ‘amender’ is in the infinitive mood. I 
“‘ notice this latter inaccuracy, to which I do not attach much importance, only 
# because I discovered another in an Act in which I had to point out to you an 
“ omission which I consider fatal. 

‘“ Yours very truly, 
(Signed) “TL. LETELLIER. 


“ The Premier came to me and said that he regretted the omission; he reauested 
4 me to give my sanction to the Bill in the state in which it was. The conciliatory 
“ spirit which [ showed in granting my consent seemed to please him.” 

In relation to this I have to say that the Act in question was “ An Act to provide 
“« for the safety and protection of the public in theatres, edifices and public halls.” 
As stated, it was passed first in the Legislative Council, where the blank, being the 
amount of the penalty, could not be inserted. By inadvertence it passed the Legis- 
lative Assembly in the same form. After its passage the omission was discovered, 
and a short Bill was introduced to remedy it. The Act in which the omission 
occurred is numbered 19, and the Act supplying the omission is numbered 2), of the 
Statutes of 1876, and both were sanctioned by His Honor the Lieutenant Governor 
at the same time. 

3rd. “ In March, 1877 (vidé Appendix A), my advisers caused me to make an 
** appointment of a Municipa: Councillor for the South Ward of the Village of 
«e "Montmagny, under the pretext that there had been no election, or that if such 
<¢ election had taken place it was illegal,” &c. 

As to the third complaint of His Honor, it is difficult to understand, seeing that 
it had no relation to the dismissal of myself and my colleagues, why it is introduced. 
Whether wisely or not, the Municipal Code of the Province of Quebec, provides that, 
im a certain contingency, the Lieutenant Governor of the Province shall appoint a 
Councillor. In the opinion of the Law Adviser of His Honor, upon a petition sent in 
from the Village of Hontmagny, that contingency had arisen, and he made a réport 
recommending an appointment. That report was approved, and the appointment 
made by His Honor. Subsequently other information was received, which induced 
His Honor to urge the revocation of the appointment, and out of deference to him, 
while seeing no reason to change its opinion, the Government yielded, and the 
appointment was cancelled. 

4th. “ On the 19th March, 1877, being on the eve of absenting myself for a few 
‘ days, I wrote to the Hon. M. Chapleau, and in a postcript I said: ‘ Please oblige 
#6 me by telling the Premier that if he needs my concurrence, M. Gauthier may . 
€ € bring down to me the documents requiring my signature.’ 

se M. DeBoucherville should have understood from that, that if I was roady to 
# give him my concurrence, it was on condition of having all documents submitted 
# to me before signing them.” 
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“T leave you, my Lord, to judge in what manner my views were interpreted.” 

It would seem somewhat remarkable that a statement to which His Honor 
appears to attach so much importance should have appeared as & postcript to what, 
I have reason to believe was a private letter, in no sense relating to public business. 
I may say, however, that a reference to dates will shew that the documents referred 
to had relation to the Montmagny Councillorehip, which was at the time a subject of 
discussion, and was not intended to have, and had not any such significance as that 
attempted now to be attached to it. 

5th. “ Under date of the 6th of November last, I addressed to the Honorable 
“M. DeBoucherville, the letter of which the following is a copy :— 


“ (Private.) 


“The Honorable C. B. De Boucherville, 
Premier. 


“My Dear DreBovonervitte,—In the last Oficial Gazette were published over 
“ my signatare two proclamations which I had not signed. 
‘“ One was for the summoning of Parliament, which [ had reserved in order to 
‘“ confer with you ; the other, which I did not even see, appoints a day of Thanksgiving. 
“These proceedings, the nature of which I shail not characterize, are produc.ive, 
“apart from their impropriety, of nallities which you will easily understand. 
* Yours very truly, 
‘ (Signed) L. LErevvise.” 


“The following are the notes which I took of the conversation which I had with 
“M. De Boucherville on the subject :— 

‘6 M. DeBoucherville came on the same day he received the letter, to tell me that 
“he regretted that the thing had occurred, and that it was no faultof his. I accepted 
“the excuse, and I then told him that I would not tolerate my name being used, 
“when nocessary for any duty of my office, unless the documents requiring my signa- 
“ture had been previously submitted to me, and unless information was afforded to 
“me, which M. DeBoucherville assured me would be the course followed in future. 

“ (Signed) L. L.” 

It is a sufficient answer to this complaint, to say that the proclamation for the 
summoning of the Legislature for the despatch of business, was not published until 
the 24th November, and it could not, therefore, be that proclamation to which His 
Honor referred in his letter of the 6th November. The proclamation to which he 
refers was the mere formal one by which the meeting of the Legislature is further 
postponed from time to time; and I am informed that the Order in Council for the | 
particular proclamation to which His Honor referred was signed by him, and is of 
record, so signed, with the proper officer. 

As to the proclamation fixing a day of Thanksgiving, I have to remark that this 
was the result of a communication from the Premier of Canada, the Honorable 
Alerander Mackenzie, to the Lieutenant Governor, and handed to me by His Honor 
with the request that I would carry out the suggestion. It will appear sufficiently 
strange under these circumetances, that I should be accused of acting without his 
knowledge, even if the clerical duty of obtaining his signature had been omitted. I 
um informed, however, that in this case also, the Order in Council, as well as the 
proclamation, were signed by His Honor, and are of record, bearing his signature, in 
the office of the proper officer. 

6th. “ But, my Lord, there is another point still more important, which I cannot 
“any longer refrain from mentioning. 

‘ From the conversations which I have held with M. De Boucherville, there results. 
“a fact, which, if it were known, would of itself have sufficiently justified me in 
“believing that he did not possess the confidence ot the people of this Province. 

“On two occasions, some time after the Session of 1576, I pointed out to him 
# that millions had been voted to aid Railways in general, at atime when our finances. 


Quesec, 6th November, 1877. 
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“did not appear to me in a condition to warrant all at once a lavish expenditure in 
“ subsidizing these numerous undertakings, particularly, as apart from that, our 
“ credit was so heavily pledged towards the building of the ‘Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa 
‘“ and Occidental Railway.’ 

‘ Ho very frankly avowed that these grants, though they were for thé develop- 
“ ment of the Province, had been necessitated by political considerations ; that without 
“ them, the support of the Members whose counties wore traversed by those Railways, 
“ would cease to be secured to Government; that there would be no means of having 
“a majority ; that the Members formed combinations—‘Rings ’—to control the House. 

‘M. DeBoucherville is not unaware that I thereupon told him that it was better 
‘¢ to save the Province than a Government, and that if his Administration was not 
‘“ strong enough to resist those influencés, it would be better for him to form a 
““ combination of honest and well-meaning men, from both sides of the House, rather 
“ than submit to the dictation of those ‘ Rings,’ and to the control of those combin- 
“ ations. 

‘ When he made no attempt to escape from that deleterious influence, after his 
“own avowal that the Legislature was controlled by those ‘ Rings’; when by his legis- 
lation he sought to favor them anew during the last Session, without having previously 
“advised with me, had I not the right, as the Representative of my Sovereign, to 
“believe and to be convinced that M. DeBouchervulle did not possess a constitutional. 
“ majorty in the Legislative Assembly ?” 

have no desire to enter into a discussion as to the precise conversations that 
may have taken place between His Honor and myself, in the frequent intercourse 
which we had together; but, I submit as my answer to this most serious imputation, 
“that I confessed to being controlled by ‘Rings,’”’ in relation to the Railway legislation. 
while I was the leader of the Provincial Government, the following facts :— 

I took office in 1874. In the Session following, a measure was introduced to. 
increase the subsidies granted by previous legislation to a number of railways. Several 
amendments were moved to the resolutions, all of them looking to an increase in the 

rants, and for these, the Opposition, under the leadership of Mr. Joly, voted. The 

eneral Elections took place subsequent to that Session, and, whether the legislation 
was good or bad, it was sustained by a very large majority of the people, and is, 
therefore, no longer a proper subject of discussion in the connection in which His 
Honor introduced it. At the first Session after the elections, the Government, at the 
request of the municipalities of Montreal and Quebec, assumed the task of constructing 
the North Shore and Northern Colonization Railways, now known ga the “ Quebec, 
‘ Montreal, Ottawa, and Occidental Railway.” Great pressure was brought to bear 
upou the Government to increase the subsidies to the other roads at that time, but 
this pressure was resisted. As a matter of fact it is not true that “ millions have been 
“voted to aid railways in goneral,” at a time when “our credit was so heavil 
“ pledged towards the building of the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Rail- 
“way.” On the contrary, since our credit became so pledged, not one dollar has beon 
added to the debt or liabilities of the Province on account of those “railways in 
general.” 

In the Session of 1876 a measure was introduced authorizing a portion of the 
subsidy on some of these railways, from the dnbuilt portion, to be used on that which 
was under construction to enable them to be carried to particular points, which it 
was considered important in the public interests should bo reached, and a lapsed 
subsidy of $200,000 was divided among other roads of a similar class, the Bill passing 
the Legislature without division. 

In relation to this Act, His Honor M. Letellier, in proroguing the Legislature, 
used these words :—‘I trust that the result of your labors will be to give a new 
“impetus to the great improvements which have been undertaken in this Province.” 
During the last Session this process of ‘doubling up’ of the subsidy was again 
adopted, but without adding to the public liability. This Act was carried throngh 
ite tinal stages in the Legislative Council, after the change of Government, and was 
assented to by His Honor the Lieutenant Governor. 
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fth. “In communicating to both Hcuses my memoranda of the 25th February 
“Cand Ist March last, the Premier and Mr. Attorney General Angers, in violation of 
“their duty, overstepped the authorization which I had given by my letter of the 
“ 4th of March last for that purpose. Thoy added to that communication a report of 
“* pretended conversations, the currectness of which I contest, and the impropriety of 
< which [ maintain, &c.” 
As this relates to what occurred after the dismissal of the late Government, it 
can hardly be held to justify that dismissal. It is sufficient to refer to the corres- 
ndence, which shows that there was no stipulation on my part as to the precise 
orm ot explanations to be made to the House; and in view of the fact that we were 
a dismissed Ministry, I must claim that we had a duty, not only to ourselves, but to 
the majority of the representatives of the people whose confidence we enjoyed, to 
make the explanations as full as possible. As to the introduction, without authori- 
zation, of the Railway and Finance Bills, I conceived myself to have been fully author- 
ized, and the explanations which I offered to His Honor on this point, and which 
were accepted by him, do not require to be repeated. 


To sum up after the manner of His Honor :— 


“1st. That in general the recommendations which I made to my Cabinet did 
*‘ not receive the consideration which is due to the Representative of the Crown.” 

As responsible Ministers we considered it to be our duty to advise His Honor 
not to be bound to act upon advice from him. At the same time, as is seen in the case 
of the Montmagny Councillorship, we were disposed, as far as possible, to pay proper 
<leference to his views and wishes. 

“2nd. That my name has beon used by the Members of the Government in the 
“ signature of documents which I had never seen.” 

I have simply to say that I know of no such case, unless it refers to the Pro- 
clamations mentioned in the “ Explanatory case,” and the answer on that point is 
‘sufficiently distinct. 

“3rd. That a proclamation summoning the Legislature was published in the 
“ Oficial Gazette without my being consulted or informed of it, and before my 
‘signature had been attached thereto.” 

No proclamation summoning the Legislature was so published, without the 
knowledge and signature of His Honor, and the Legislature was in fact not sum- 
moned for the dispatch of business for nearly three weeks after His Honor’s letter of 
‘complaint on the subject. 

“4th. That a like Proclamation fixing aday of Thanksgiving was also published 
“under similar circumstances.” | 

The Thanksgiving day was fixod at the request of His Honor himself, and the 
“Order in Council fixing it was signed by him. 

“5th and 6th. That, although I had intimated to the Premier by my advice, and 
“by my letter of the 14th March, 1877, my firm determination to protect the 
“ inhabitants of this Province against the arbitrary decisions of the Executive in 
“matters within the jurisdiction of the Courts of Justice, he thought proper without 
“my participation and without advising mo, to propose to both Houses, in legislating 
“for the ‘ Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Railway,’ to substitute the power 
“of the Executive for that of the Judiciary.” 

“That, without having advised me, and without having received authorization 
“of any sort whatever from me, the Government of M. DeBoucherville proposed to 
“ the Legislature a measure of almost general taxation upon the ordinary contracts 
“and transactions of life, transfers of bank stock, etc., while no Message from me had 
“ peen asked for this subject, nor signed by me to authorize its proposition to the 
“ Houses. ” 

In relation to these measures I considered myself authorized by the reply of His 
Honor to my request for an authorization for resolutions respecting finances, and my 
-explanations, as is seen by his letter to me, were accepted, and the Government 
relieved from all imputation of intentional discourtesy. 
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“th. That, after its dismissal, the Government of the late M. DeBoucherville again 
“ failed in its duty by assigning reasons for the adjournment of the House from day 
“ to day different from those agreed on butwoon myself and the Premier, at the risk 
“of prejadicing public opinion against the Representative of the Crown.” 

0 reasons were assigned by me for the adjournment of the Legislative Council, 
neither the Speaker nor myself being present at any sitting of that Houseduring the 
crisis and the reasons assigned by M. Angers for the adjournment of the Legislative 
Assembly were in those words :— 

“The Lieutenant Governor signified his desire that the explanations respecting 
the dismissal from office of the Members of the Executive Council be not given this 
day, but only after a new Cabinet shall have been formed ; ” that reason being sub- 
stantially that given in the letter of His Honor of the 4th March. 

“8th. That at the time of the communication of the causes which rendered ne- 
“ cessary the dismissal of the Cabinet, in the explanations which were given by the 
“ Premier to the Legislative Council, and by the Attorney General to the Legislative 
“ Assembly, both of them referred to pretended conversations which they had no 
“authority whatever to communicate to the Legislature, since the Premier had, by 
“ his answer to the letter of the Lieutenant Governor of the 4th March last, limited 
“ his explanations to the communication to both Houses of my memoranda of the 
“ 25th February and 1st March, and the answers of the Premier of the 27th February 
“and of the 2nd and 4th March instant.” 

My letter of the 4th March makes or accepts no such limitation, and, for the 
reason I have already stated, I considered myselt fully justified in making the explan- 
ations that were made. 

“9th. That therefore the additions and the comments made by the Premier before 
“the Legislative Council, and by the Attorney General before the Legislative 
“ Assembly, wore contrary to the conditions agreed upon between the Lieutenant 
“Governor and the Premier.” 

As I have stated, there were no such conditions agreed upon between the 
Lieutenant Governor and myself. 

“10th. That the Premier and his colleagues, by making use of pretended private 
“ conversations to explain the causes of their dismissal, in contravention to their 
“duty to the Crown and to what they had jpledged themselves to observe with 
“regard to it, have placed the Lieutenant Governor under the necessity of bringing 
‘ under the notice of Your Excellency all the 1 easons for their dismissal.” 

The conversations reported oy me were not “ pretended” but real, of which 
notes were taken immediately after they occurred, and which were necessary to 
explain fully the circumstances preceding my dismissal. If they have compelled 
His Honor to state “ all the reasons for that dismissal ” I venture the opinion that it 
would have been more respectful to the Legislature, whose confidence I enjoyed, had 
“ all the reasons ” been communicated to it. 

The observations I have made upon these additional reasons will, I hope, serve 
to convince Your Excellency that they were not such as to strengthen the position of 
the Lieutenant Governor. 

I have the honor to be, my Lord, 
Your obedient Servant, 
(Signed) C. B. DeBoucHERvILLE, 
M. L. C. 





No. 42. 
VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF THE 
PROVINCE OF QUEBEC. 
QuEBEc, Saturday, 9th March, 1878. 


Mr. Speaker informed the House that, in conformity with the orders given to 
him at yesterday’s sitting, he issued his warrant for the election of Members in the 
» 
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Oounties of those Membors who have accepted office as Ministers; and that he was 
informed by the Clerk of the Crown in Chaucery that the answer of the Govern- 
ment, was that the matter was under consideration. 
The following letter and ‘copies of the correspondance and explanations relating 
to the dismissal from office of the DeBoucherville Government” were laid apon the 
able: 


QuEBEC, 9th March, 1878. 
To the Honorable the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly. 


Srz,—[ have the honor to forward you, to be laid before the House, copy of the 
correspondence and explanations relating to the dismissal from office of the DeBou- 
cherville Government, which I read and communicated to the House. 


I have the honor to be, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
A. R. ANGERS, 
Ex-Attorney-General, 
Member for the County of Montmorency. 





Mr. Speaker,—Mr. De Boucherville had received permission from the Lieutenan 
Governor to give explanations respecting his dismissal from office at the sitting on 
Monday, the fourth March instant, between half-past one and two o'clock of the samo 
day, he received from His Excellency a notice not to give any explanations until {ha 
new Cabinet had been formed. 

This event having been announced, the late DeBoucherville Government has the 
right, in virtue of the permission so obtained, to give its explanations to the House 
and to the country. 

It is my duty to announce to the House that the DeBoucherville Government did 
not resign. A Government, possessing the confidence of the great majority of tho 
Representative Assembly, and of almost the whole of the Legislative Council, has no 
right to resign, if it hos really at heart the interest of the country, and a respoct for 
its duty. This Government was dismissed from office by the Lieutenant Governor. 
The facts which preceded and followed this eveut are entered in a journal kept from 
day to day and from hour to hour, under the dictation of the ex-Premier, and tho 
following is an exact and faithful recital thereof. | 

On the 26th February, 1878, at about-half past four o’clock p.m., the Premier — | 
received from the Lieutenant Governor, through his Aide-de-Camp, the following 
letter : — 


GOVERNMENT House, 
QuEBEC, 25th Fobruary 1878. 
To the Honorable C. B. DeBoucherville, 
Premier of the Province of Quebec. 


The Lieutenant Governor desires the Executive Council to prepare for his consi 
deration a factum including a copy of the following documents :— 

1. A copy of the Acts of the Dominion Parliament authorizing the construction 
of the railway now known under the name of the “ Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and 
Occidental Railway ” as well as a copy ofthe Acts of the Legislature of Quebec, 
respecting the same railway ; 

2. A copy of the Acts of the Le;sislature of the Province of Quebec respecting the 
construction of the railway between Quebec and Montreal commonly known as the 
North Shore Railway ; 
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3. A copy of the by-laws of each of the Municipal Corporations by which they 
agreed to assist in the construction of the said road ; 

4. A statement of the amount of the grant paid by each of those Corporations, 
and a copy of the correspondence exchanged between the Government, the Railway 
Commissioners or the contractors of the said road and the said Municipal Corporations, 
with respect to their said grant or subsidy. 

5. A copy of the several contracts enterod into for the construction of the said 

#. 

6. A copy of the official or confidential Reports of the engineers to whom was 
intrusted the location of these lines of railway, in whole or in part; 

7. A copy of the Report of the Railway Commissioners, laid b:fore both Houses 
diring the present Session, respecting the said roads; 

- 8. Copy of the representations made to the Government by the municipal 
corporations interested or by the ratepayers of these Municipalities, respecting the 
conditions of their grant or subsidy ; 

9. Copy of the Resolutions proposed to the Provincial Legislature, during the 
present Session, respecting the said subsidies and to facilitate the payment and 
recovery of the same : 

10. Copy of the Bill, based upon the said Resolutions, which was introduced 
into the House, during the present Session ; 

11. A plan showing the locations of each of the said railways or of any portion 
thereof ; 

12. A detailed statemont of the reasons which induced the Provincial Govorn- 
ment not to content themselves with the provisions of tho Statute and Common Law 
and with those of #he Civil Code of this Province, for the recovery of the sums of 
money which might become due by the said Corporations, but, without having in any 
manner previously consulted with the Licutenant Governor, to propose an ex post facto 
legislation to compel thom thereto. 

Another verv important measure, to provide for the imposition of new taxes, 
was also similarly proposed to the Legislaturo, without having been previously 
submitted to the Lieutenant Governor. 

The Lieutenant Governor is perfectly aware that measures of secondary 
importance, which have previously been sufficiently explained to him, may be, as a 
matter of routine, proposed to both Houses, without an express order from himself, 
bat he cannot allow the Executive to communicate to the Legislature, on his behalf, 
any impurtant or now measures, without his special order and without his having 
been previously fully informed and advised thereof. 


Luo LereLzLiee, 
Lieut. Governor. 


Tho Premier prepared his answer during the night of the 26th-27th February. 
This answer wns delivered by him, in person, to the Licutenant Governor, at Spencer 
Wood, about ten o’clock, A. M., on the 27th. It reads as follows :— 


QUEBEC, 27th February, 1878. 
To His Excellency 
The Hon. L. Letellier de St. Just, | 
Lieutenant Governor of the Province of Quebec. 


May 17 Presse Your ExogëLLENCY,—I have the honor to acknowledge the 
reccipt of the memorandum sent me yesterday attwrnoon by Your Excellency, through 
your Aide-de-Camp, who, at the same time, informed me that you were ill in bed. I 
submitted this memerandym the Executive Council, and I shall see, as Your 
Excellency desires, that all due diligence be used, in order that all the documents 
require’ may Lo transmitted to you as suon as possible. 

L 
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In anticipation of the factum desired by Your Excellency, which will contain a 
more detailed statoment of the motives which induced the Provincial Government to 
bring in the measures to which you draw my attention, I consider it my duty to 

resent that the reasons which, amongst others, caused the Government to submit 
to the Legislature a law obliging the municipalities to pay their subscriptions for 
the construction of the Provincial Railway, on the decision of the Lieutenant Governor 
in Council, after a sworn report, made by a competent engineer, and after a notice of 
fifteen days, to give such Municipalities an opportunity of being heard,—are the ill 
will of certain Municipalities, shown by some in their neglect to comply with the 
requests of the Treasurer, by others in their formal refusal to pay, and, in certain 
cases, by resolutions adopted, asking new conditions respecting the agreements 
which they had made with the Government. | 

The Government was of opinion that, without such legislation, the object of 
which is to avoid the delays of ordinary legal proceedings, the result of the ill will 
of these Municipalities would have been, either to necessitate a new loan by the 
Province and consequently to cause a burden to be unjustly imposed upon Municipal- 
ities which had entered into no engagements and which would derive no immediate 
benefit from the construction of the road, or the complete stoppage of the works 
already begun, together with the inevitable loss of interest on the enormous capital 
already laid out upon this enterprise and the other damages resulting therofrom. 

The Government, while undertaking, in the first place, by the said law, to fulfil 
the conditions which it had agreed upon with the said Municipalities, considered 
that, in substituting for the ordinary Courts, the Lieutenant Governor with an 
Executive Council responsiblo to the Legislature and to the people, it offered to the 
parties interested a tribunal which afforded as many guarantees as the ordinary 
courts. I would also take the liberty of calling Your Excellency's attention to the 
fact that similar provisions are already in our Statutes. I would cite to Your 
Excellency Chapter 83 of the Consolidated Statutes of Canada and also Chapter 47 of 
36 Victoria of the Statutes of Ontario. 

I humbly submit to Your Excellency that a law devised for the better securing 
of the execution of a contract cannot have a retroactive effect. It enacts for the 
fature, and its objects are the respective interests of the parties. 

Now, I beg Your Excellency to note that, while your were at Rivière Ouelle, I 
had the honor of requesting your authorization to lay the question of finances before 
the House, and that you were kind enough to reply that you sent mea blank form 
by mail, and I considered this, at the time, as a great mark of confidence on your 
part. I did, in effect, receive a blank form with your signature, which I handed to 
the Treasurer, who had it filled up by your Aide-de-Camp. 

Later on, I had the honor of requesting Your Excellency’s authorization generall 
to lay money questions before the House, and this Your Excellency granted, with 
your usual condescension. This permission, moreover, had invariably been accorded 
me by your predecessor, the late lamented Mr. Caron. 

must admit that, with this authorization, and the conviction in my mind that 
Your Excellency had read the Treasurer's Budget speech, in which he announced the 
taxos which were afterwards proposed, I considered I had a right to inform my co- 
Jeagues that I had your permission for all questions respecting money. 

I beg Your Excellency to believe that [ never had any intention of arrogating 
to myself the right of having measures passed without your approval, and that, under 
existing circumstances, having had occasion to speak t» Your Excellency in refer- 
ence to the law respecting the Provincial Railway, and not having received any order 
to suspend it, I did not think Your Excellency would discover in this measure any 
intention on my part to slight your prerogatives, which noone is more disposed 
that [ am to respect and uphold. 


Yours, &c., &o, 


\ C. B. DeBoucHERvVILLeE. 
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Afler some conversation, the Lieutenant Governor, having heard Mr. De Boucher- 
ville’s explanations, admitted that, if there had been any misunderstanding, it was in 
good faith on the part of the latter, in authorizing his colleagues to say that they 
were authorized to submit the legislation in reference to money matters. He after- 
wards told him, in reply to his question on the subject, that the only difficulty re- 
maining was the question of the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Railway 
and that he wou'd give an answer on the following day, the 28th February. 

On the 28th February, at about half-past seven in the cvening, Mr. De Boucherville 
went to Spencer Wood to convey to the Lieutenant Governor the documents asked 
for in the letter of the 25th (which documents were preparei by thé Honorable the 
Secretary, and were accompanied by a synopsis.) He asked him if he would soon 
give his answer. Tho Lieutenant Governor told him that he would examine the 
documents and probably give it to him on the following day, the lst March. 

Or leaving, Mr. LeBoucherville said: “If I undorstand you rightly, you are 
hesitating between giving your sanction to the Railway Bill and reserviag it.” He 
replied: “That is it.” 

On the 2nd of March, at five minutes to ono in the aftornocn, the Aide-de-Camp 
of the Lieutenant Governor handed to Mr. DeBoucherville the letter given hereafter. 

Before the Aide-de-Camp left, he was asked how His Excellency was. The Aide- 
de-Camp replied that he was not so well, and ‘hen asked : ‘“‘ When we intended closing 
the Session. Mr. DeBoucherville replied that he could not say, as many matters were 
inarrear. The following is the letter in question : — 


GOVERNMENT HOUSE, 
QUEBEC, Ist March 1878. 
To the Honorable C. B. De Boucherville, 
Premier, Quebec. 


The Licutenant Governor, taking into consideration the communication made 
to him verbally (on the 27th February) by the Premier, and also taking into 
consideration the letter which the Premier then gave to him, is prepared to admit 
that there had been no intention on the part of tho Premier to slight the prerogatives 
of the Crown, and that there was only on his part an error, committed in good faith, 
in the interpretation that he gave to words used by the Lieutenant Governor, in the 
interview which they had on the 19th February instant: words which did not imply: 
the authorization attributed to them by the Premier. 

With this interpretation and the instructions given in consequence by the Premier 
to the Honorable Messrs. Angers and Church, these gentlemen did not, wittingly, do 
any thing against the duties of their office, 

As to the blank, which the Lieutenant Governor addressed to him from Riviére 
Ouelle, tho Lieutenant Governor knew that such blank was to be used for the purpose 
of submitting the Estimates to the House. 

This act was a token of confidence on his part, as stated by the Premicr in his 
letter of tne 27th, but it was confidential. 

The Lieutenant Governor deoms it his duty to observe that, in his memorandum 
of the 25th of February last, he in no way expressed the opinion that ho thought 
that the Premier ever had the intention of arrogatiny to himself the “right” of 
“having measures passed without his approval, or of slighting the prerogatives of 
“the representative of the Crown.” . 

Bat the Premier must not lose sight of the fact that, although he had not so 
intended, the fact remains as he was told by the Lieutenant Governor. 

The fact of having submitted several new and important measures to the Logis. 
lature, without having previously, in any manner, consulted the Lieutenant Governor, 
although withont any intention of slighting his prerogatives, gives rise to one of those 

false positions which places the Representative of the Crown in a difficult and critical 
situation, with reference to both Huuses of the Legislature. | 
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The Lieutenant Governor cannot admit that the responsibility of this state of 
things rests upon him. 

So far as concerns the Bill intituled: “ An Act respecting the Quebec, Dontreal, 
Ottawa and Occidental Railway,” the Premier cannot apply to the measure the 
pretended general authorization mentioned by him in his letter, for their interview 
took place on the 19th February and the Bill had then been before the House for 
several days, without the Licutenant Governor having been in any manner informed 
of it by his advisers. 

The Lieutenant Governor then told the Premier how mnch he regretted such 
legislation; he represented to him that he considered to the principles of law and 
justice; notwithstanding this, tho measure wae pushed on until it was adopted by 

th Houses. 

It is true that the Premier gives, in his letter, as one of his reasons for so acting, 
“ that this permission of making use of the name of the representative of the Crown 
had been, moreover, always allowed to him by the predocessor of the present Lieu- 
tenant Governor, the late lamented Mr. Caron.” 

This reason cannot avail with the Lieutenant Governor, for, by so doing, he 
would abdicate his position as Representative of the Crown,—a proceeding which 
neither the Lieutenant Governor nor the Premier could reconcile with the dutics of 
the Licutenant Governor towards the Crown. 

The Lieutenant Governor regrets being compelled to state, as he told the 
Promier, that he has generally not been explicitly informed of the measures adopted 
by the Cabinet; although the Lieutenant Governor often gave occasion therefor to 
the Premicr, especially during the course of last year. 

The Lieutenant Governor, from time to time, since the last meeting of the 
Legislature, drew the attention of the Premier to several matters respecting the 
interests of the Province of Quebec, amongst others,— 


1. To the enormou- expenditure, occasioned by very large subsidies to several 
railways when the Province was burdened with the contruction of the trunk line of 
railway from Quebec to Ottawa, which should prevail over all others; and that at a 
time when our finances compelled us to raise loans disproportioned to our revenues. 

2. On the necessity of reducing the exponses of the Civil Government, and those 
of legislation, in place of having recourse to new taxes, with a view of avoiding finan- 
cial embarrassment. 

The Lieutenant Governor, although with regret, expressed to the Premicr the 
opinion that the Orders in Council, for the increase of the salaries of Civil Service 
employees, seemed to him to be inopportune at a time when the Government had 
effected with the Bank of Montreal a loan at the rate of 7 per cent. for half a million, 
on condition of increasing this loan to one million; and, in fact, today even (lst 
March) the Lieutenant Governor was obliged to allow an Order in Council to be 

to secure the last half million for the Government, without which the Govern- 
ment would be unable to meet its obligations, as stated to him by the Honorable the 
Treasurer, by order of the Premier. 

The Premier did not, either then or since, inform the Lieutenant Governor that 
the Government were in so impecunious a position as to require special legislation to 
increase the public burdens. 

The Licutenant Governor therefore stated and repeated these facta to the 
Premier, and now deems it his duty to record them here, in order that they may 
serve as a memorandam for himsolf and the Premier. 


It results therefore,— 


1. That although the Lieutenant Governor had made several representations, in 
his quality of Representative of tho Crown, to the Premier on those various subjects 
of public interest, his advisers havo taken administrative and legislative steps con- 
trary to such representations and without having previously advised him. 

2, That the Lieutenant Governor has, without evil motives, but in fact, been 
placed in a false position, by being exposed toa conflict with the desires of the 
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Legi stature ; desires which he knowledges to be paramount, when expressed in a 
constitutional manner. 

The Lieutenant Governor has attentively read and examined the memorasdum 
and documents which the Premier was kind enough to bring him yesterday. 

In the record are petitions from several Municipal Corporations and from 
citizens of different localities, addressed to the Lieutenant Governor, against the 
resolutions and the Government Bill respecting, the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and 
Occidental Railway. : 

The Lieutenant Governor was only yesterday in a position to take communica- 
tion of some of these petitions, ir as much-as they had not been transmitted to him, 
before the Record. | 

The Lieutenant Governor, aftor mature deliberation, cannot accept the advice 
of the Premier in reference to the sanction to be given.to the Railway Bill, intituled : 
“ An Act relating to the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Railway.” 

For all these reasons therefore, the Lieutenant Governor cannot concludo this 
memorandum without expressing to the Premier the regret which he feels in being 
ne longer able to retain him in his position, contrary to the rights and prerogatives 
of the Crown. 


L. LETELLIER, 
Lieut. Governor. 


On the 2nd of March, about two o'clock, p.m., Mr. DeBoucherville went to 
Spencer Wood. When he arrived he was admitted to the presence of the Lieutenant 
Governor, and told him “that according to the memorandum received from him that 
day, he understood that he was dismissed from the office of Premier.” 

The Lieutenant Governor told him he was to take his own interpretation from 
the letter. Upon this Mr. DeBo ucherville handed him the letter which will be 
found further on, as being his answer. 

The Lieutenant Governor, without opening it before him, made some remarks on 
the difficulty in which the logislation had placed him. 

Mr. De Boucherville replied that in his present position he thought he had no 
opinion to express on the subject. He then bowed himself out. When he had 

roceeded a short distance from the house ho caused the vehicle to return, having 
orgotten to ask permission from the Lieutenant Governor to give explanations to the 
House. After having been a second time admitted to the presence of the Lieutenant 
Governor, he ask permission to give explanations and to make known the memor- 
andum of the Lieutenant Governor and his replies thereto. 

The Lieutenant Governor told him he had no objection, and asked him as to the 

rson he should send for, Mr. De Boucherville replied that he looked upon himself— 
aving been dismissed—as being in a different position from a Minister who, although 
deteated in the House, still retained the confidence of the Sovereign; that he had had 
a majority of twenty-five in one of the late votes; that, under these circumstances, he 
did not think he could advise him in the mattor. He then left him, and while in the 
ante-room, the Lieutenant Governor recalled him, and said : “Please delay the explana- 
tions until Monday.” 

The following is a copy of the letter which Mr. De Boucherville handed to the 
Lieutenant Governor, when the latter told him he was to take his own interpretation 
of his memorandum. 





QuEBEC, 2nd March 1878. 
To His Excellency the Lieutenant Governor of the Province of Quebec. 


May rr pLeasz Your ExceiLency,—I have the honor to acknowledge the 
receipt of your memorandum, in which you come to the conclusion that you cannot 
retain me in my position as Premier. 
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I have therefore no other duty to perform beyond submitting to my dismissal 
from office, communicated by Your Excellency, reiterating at the eame time my 


profound respect for the rights and prerogatives of the Crown and my devotion to 
the interests of our Province. 


I have the honor to be, 
Your Excellency’s &c., &c., 
C. B. DEBoucHERVILLE.~ 





On the 28th January, 1878, Mr. DeBoucherville had sent to His Excellency the 
Lieutenant Governor, who was then at Riviére Ouelle, the following telegraphic 
despatch, 

Pa Can you send me authorization—resolutions respecting finances.” 

The Lieutenant Governor on the following day, the 20th telegraphed Mr. 
DeBoucherville : 

“ Blank mailea to-day. If presence necessary, telegraph. Return Friday.” 

The resolutions respecting the North Shore Railway were submitted to the 
House only on the 29th January, after the telegram had been received from the 
Lieutenant Governor that a form signed in blank aad been mailed to Mr. DeBou- 
cherville in reply to his despatch of the previous day, saying: “Can you send me 
authorization—resolutions respecting finances ? ” 

On the 30th January, the first resolution was reported from Committee of the 
Whole. On the 31st it was adopted by the House. On the Ist February the House 
again went into Committce of the Whole and reported the other resolutions on the 
same subject. But it was only on the 5th that the adoption of the report of the 
Committee was carried, the House throwing out the motion of non-2onfidence on this 
point by 38 to 21. 

On the 5th February, a Bill, based on these resolutions, was introduced ; the 
second reading was delayed until the 18th February; the third reading took place 
on the 19th. During all this time, the Licutenant Governor, to whom the Votes and 
Proceedings were sent daily, remained silent. 

On the 19th February, Mr. De Boucherville met the Lieutenant Gevernor and, in 
the conversation which took place on the subject of the measure, thought he had 
satisfied him as to its legality and the urgency of its being passed. The Lieutenant 
Govornor was so far from being explicit us to his intentions, that Mr. De Boucherville 
left him with the impression that he was authorized. 

The Lieutenant Governor does not contend, in his memorandum of the lst March 
1878, that he had given orders to suspend the legislation. 

Sent up to the Legislative Council, this Bill had gone through its third roading 
before the first letter was received from the Lieutenant Governor, dated the 25t 
Fobruary last, but only delivered at 4.30 p.m. on the 26th. In fact, the Lieutenant 
Governor, in his letter of the 1st March, admits that he did not, in any way, in his 
memorandum of the 25th February, express the opinion that he considered the 
Premier had intended to arrogato to himself the right of getting measures passed with- 
out his approval or of slighting the prerogatives of the Representative of the Crown. 

Having ascertained that a misunderstanding existed as to the interpretation of 
the authorization asked by telegraphic despatch on the 28th January and answered 
on the 29th by a Message stating that a form signed in blank was sent, and in view 
of the impressions left by the conversation of the 19th February in Mr. DeBoucher- 
villes mind, should the Lieutenant Governor have waited to make known, for the 
first time, the existence of this misunderstanding until the 26th February at which 
date the whole of the legislation, of which he complains, had been discussed and 
voted in the affirmative by both Houses. 

The confidence shown by the Lieutenant Governor on the 29th January in Mr. 
De Boucherville, by forwarding the form signed in blank, was calculated to justify him 
in interpreting the silence of the Lieutenant Governor at least as not meaning dissent. 
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After these interviews of the 19th February, the silence observed until the 26th 
February was also of a nature to lead him to believe that he had a general authoriza- 
tion :o submit to the House all measures which the public service required. 

On the 31at of January, 26 days previous to the first momorandum of the 
Lieutenant Governor, the Honorable ‘Treasurer made his Budget Speech, in which he 
announced the new taxes which it would be necessary to levy to meet the obligations 
of the Province, »bligations contracted during several previous years and resulting 
fron the policy then inaugurated on railways and which had received the concurrence 
of several Members belonging to the party opposing the Government. 

Can this speech, published in extenso by the press of the whole country, have 
escaped the notice of the Lieutenant Governor? 

On the 19th of February, the resolutions demanding those taxes, but at a lower 
rate than the one mentioned by the Treasurer in his specch, were presented; and on 
the 20th were adopted by a vote of 34 against 22. 

The Lieutenant Governor, in his memoranduni of the lst March, complains that 
Mr. DeBoucherville did not let him know that the Government was in an impecunious 
condition, requiring special legislation to increaso the public taxes. 

The Premier would have formed an erroneous idea of the situation, if he had so 
qualified the temporary embarrassment, caused by the ill will of the Municipalities 
which had subscribed for the construction of the Provincial Railway, in neglecting to 
faithfully fulfil their obligations. He would have formed an erroneous idea of the 
situation, in presence of the results obtained, so far without any burden having been 
imposed in order to obtain them. 

On the 22nd February, notice was given of resolutions respecting railways in 
the Eastern Townships and on the South Shore of the St. Lawrence, 

On the 23rd of the same month the resolutions were introduced and subsequently 
adopted by a vote of 41 to 16. These resolutions do not in any way increase the 
actual debt of the Province. 

The Lieutenant Governor said in the same memorandum “That the construction 
of the railway from Quebec to Ottawa should prevail over that of other railways.’ 
The legislation of many years past on this subject establishes no priority in favor of 
the Provincial Railway to the detriment of railways in the Eastern Townships and on 
the South Shore. The De Boucherville Government would have contravened the law, 
if they had adopted any other view of the matter. 

In the same memorandum the Lieutenant Governor declares: “That he cannot 
accept the advice of the Premier in reference to the sanction to be given to the 
Railway Bill, intituled: ‘An Act respecting the Quebee, Montreal, Ottawa and Ocoi- 
dental Railway.’” This declaration is premature, the Premier never having been 
called upon to give his opinion as to the sanction to be given; and if he had been 
called upon to do so, he would, under the circumstances, have recommended that it 
be reserved for the decision of the Governor General, being in doubt as to the 
Lieutenant Governor having the right, of his own accord ex proprio motu, to exercise 
the prerogative of veto, and thus to decide finally on the fate of a measure passed b 
both Houses, when the British North America Act of 1867 seems to leave suc 
power to the Governor General. 

The memorandum of His Excellency refers to petitions of several Corporations 
and citizens of different places, addressed to the Lieutenant Governor, against the 
resolutions and the measures of the Government concorning the Quebec, Montreal, 
Ottawa and Occidental Railway. 

It is sufficient to consider that these petitions came from debtors, from whom the 
law intends to force payment, to arrive at the correct conclusion that the opinion of 
both House should prevail over that expressed in such petitions. 

The Lieutenant Governor, in the same memorandum, refers to acts of adminis- 
tr. tion which date from before the Session and to which he has given his assent. As 
be alludes to matters for which the Government is responsible to both Houses, as 
advisers of the Crown, and as they are foreign to the question of prerogative raised 
by the Lieutenant Governor, they cannot be adduced in this memorandum, as reasons 


170 8th APRIL. A 1878 


ne 


for the conclusion arrived at ty His Excellency, that he cannot continue to rotain 
Mr. DeBoushervilie in his position against the rights and prerogatives of the Crown; 
therefore, to avoid being carried awuy by this sido issue or hors d'œuvre, there is uo 
reason to question them now. 

The Lieutenant Governor farther expresses the opinion “ that the stato of our 
finances foreed us to make loans disproportionate to our resources.” 

‘The necessity of here repeating this phrase is to be regretted ; but the credit of 
the Province requires that it should be contradicted. The mere reading of the Badget 
speech will suffice to reassure alarmists. 

From all tho above facts, from admissions contained in the last memorandum of 
the Lientenant-Governor, from the transmission of the form signed in blank and sent 
by him in reply to a request of Mr. DeBoucherville, asking his authorization to intro- 
duce “ resolutions respecting finances” and from the silence of the Lieutenant 
Governor up to the 26th February last, it results that no measures have been intro- 
duced into the House in opposition to the prerogatives of the Representative of the 
Sovereign. 

N athing more remains now for me to do but to reiterate ‘the declaration I made 
in commencing those explanations; tho DeBoucherville Cabinet hcs not rosigned. It 
has been dismissed from office, by the Lieatcnant Governor. 

The Conservative party is no longer in power. Bat it ‘a, in the House, the power 
—a qualified power,—a majority in the opposition. The majority here, the majority in 
the Council, the majority in the country. The Conservative party has been dismissed 
from office; but it stands uncompromised, without compromise, without division, 
—devoted to the constitution and to the wolfare of the country. 


A. R. ANaERs, 
Ex-Attorney General. 
Member for the Electoral District of Montmorency. 


A Message was reccived from the Legislative Council agreeing to the following 
Bills without amendment. 

Bill (No. 83) intitulod “An Act to amend and consolidate the Quebec License 
Act and ita amendments.” 

Bill (No. 109)'intituled “ An Act to further and re the law respecting subsidies 
in money made to certain Railway Companies.” 

Bill (No. 48) intituled “ An Act to define amendgulate the limits of certain 
Municipalities and Pari-hes in the Counties of Micolet, Arthabaska and Drummond, and 
to include in the County of Nicolet the portion of these Municipalities and Parishes 
not now included thorein.” 

Bill (No. 112) intituled ‘“ An Act to amend the Act 20 Vic., Cap. 125, respecting 
the Quebec North Shore Turnpike Roads.” 

Bill (No. 108) intituled “ An Act respecting the indemnity to petty jurors in 
criminal cases.” 

h Bill (No. 12) intituled “ An Act respecting the proof of Heirships or of Legatec- 
ships.” 

Mr. Dupont, seconded by Mr. Lavallée, moved, 

That the sum of one hundred dollars, deposited for the Bill (No. 45) intituled 
‘‘ An Act to incorporate the Beet Sugar Company of the Province of Quebec,” be re- 
funded to the promoters of the said Bill. 


Which motion was withdrawn, the mover not having obtained the consent of 
the House. 


Mr. Loranger, seconded by Mr. Lynch, moved that tho following address, affirmin 
the privileges and immunities of the House, be presented by Mr. Speaker to His Excel- 


41 Victoria. Sth APRIL. 371 





lency the Lieutensnt Govornor of the Province of Quebec, at tho Bar of the Legislative 
Council, at the prorogation of this Legislature. 


To His Excellency the Lieutenant Governor of the Prevince of Quebec. 
May 17 PLEASE Your EXCELLENCY. 


The Legislative Assembly of the Province of Quebec deem it theirduty to humbly 
rcpresent that the Cabinet of which the Honorable Henri Gustave Joly, is the chief, 
was defeated three different times, at the sitting of the eighth of March instant by 
majorities varying from twenty to twenty-two votes. 

And they regret to state that the constitution has been disregarded by the 
advisers of His Excellency to the extent that they persist in retaining power against 
the will of the majority of the House and of the Country. . 

The Legislative Assembly believes it, moreover, their duty to express their regret 
that they have been put to the necessity of suspending the passage of the Supply 
Bill, until justice has been extended to the majority of this House. 

The Legislative Assembly desires respectfally to represent to Your Excellency 
that there existsin the House a political party, possessing the confidence of the Country 
and having a large majority in the House; that this party is competent to admivister 
the public business, and that the prorogation of the Logislature presently would be 
prejudicial to the legislation and tothe interests of the Country. 

The Legislative Assembly desires to represent to Your Excellency that the fact 
of the minority having a control over public affairs is the cause of the embarrassment 
under which the Province labors, through the suspension of the Supply Bill ; and that 
a prompt solation of the difficulty may bo acrived at by acting in conformity with 
the constitution. 

The Legislative Assembly desires also to represent to Your Excellency, that 
inasmuch as there exists in the House a political party strong enough to command a 
large majority there is no necessity for a dissolution of the Legislaturo, a step which 
will cause considerable and useless expense to the Province and seriously threaten 
the peace and tranquillity of tho people of this Province. 

And your Petitioners will eve: pray. 

And objection having been taken that the said motion is contrary to the consti- 
tution and should be considered out of order ; 

Mr. Speaker ruled :—“ That the point of order was raised and decided yesterday.” 

And appeal having been made from Mr. Speaker's decision ; 

The question was put and carried in the affirmative on tho following division :— 


In favor of Mr. Speaker’s decision. 


MM. Alleyn. Angers, Baker, Champagne, Chapleau, Charlebois, Deschenes, Dulac, 
Dupont, Fortin (Gaspé), Fradetie, Garneau, Gauthier, Houde ‘Maskinongé), Houde 
(Nicolet), Kennedy, Lacerte, Lalonde, Larochelle, Lavallée, Le Cavalier, Loranger, 
Lynch, Murtin, Mathieu, MeGauvran, Picard, Sawyer, St. Cyr, Taillon. Tarte, Thorn- 
ton, and Wurtele.—33. 


Against M. Speaker's decision. 


MM. De Beaujeu, Fortin (Montmagny), Laberge, Lafontaine, Laframoowe, 
Molleur, Paquet, Préfontaine, Rinfret dit Malouin, Shehyn, Sylvestre, and Watts.—12. 


A. Message was received from His Excellency the Lieutenant Governor, by 
Samuel Staunton Hatt, Esquire, Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod, desiring the 
attendance of the House in the Legislative Council Chamber. 


æ 
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Accordingly Mr. Speaker, with the members present, went to the Legislative 
Council Chamber, when His Excellency tho Lieutenant Governor was pleased, in 
Her Majesty’s name, to give the Royal assent to the following Bills, name 

An Act to enable the Minister and Trustees of St. Andrew's Church Montreal, to 
borrow money and hypothecate the property of said Chureh. 

An Act to declare valid certain sales of moveables belonging to successions. 

An Act to further amend the Act respecting Agriculture and Public Works, (32 
Vict., Cap. 15) and the act amending the same. 

An Act to amend tho Act 40 Vict., Cap. 23, amending the law respecting Public 
Instruction as respects the City of Sherbrooke. 

An Act to amend ‘the “ Act respecting the injunction of Joint Stock Companies,” 
(31 Vict., Cap. 25.) 

An Act respecting the notification for and the attendance at the removal of soals 
and inventories. 

An Act respecting the proof of Heirship. 

An Act to provide for the issue of the Writ of injunction io certain cases, and to 
regulate the procedure in relation thereto. 

An Act to amend article 997 of the Code of Civil Procedure, relating to suits 
against certain corporations. 

An Act to authorize the Board of Notaries to admit Louis Thomas Laroche, to the 
practice of the Notarial Profession. . 

An Act to annex to the Municipality of the Village of Ste. Rose, certain lands 
situated in the Municipality of the Parish of Ste. Rose, in the County of Laval, for all 
municipal and school purposes. 

An Act to authorize the Bar of the Province of Québec to admit Michael J. F. 
Quinn to the practice of the Profession of Advocate. 

An Act to amend the Act 32 Vict., Cap. 89, intituled An Act to incorporate the 
Protestant Institution for Deaf Mutes and for the Blind. 

An Act to incorporate the St. Lawrence, Lower Laurentian and Saguenay Railway 
Company. 

2 «an Act to incorporate the Society of “ Union St. Joseph de Notre-Dame de 
eauport.” 

An Act to amend Chap. 51 of 37 Victoria., Province of Quebec, intituled “ An 
Act to revise and consolidate the charter of the City of Montreal, and the various Acts 
which amend tho same, in so far as concerns certain property adjoining the Mount 
Royal Park.” 

An Act to incorporate the Society called “L’Union St. Joseph de Lachine.” 

An Act to incorporate the Montreal Island Railway Company. 

An. Act to incorporate “ L'Œuvre de Saint Joseph de la Délivrance.” 

An Act to authorize the sale of immovable property substituted by the late Jean 
Baptiste Quesnel. 

An Act to incorporate the ‘ Cercle Saint Louis ” of Three Rivers. 

An Act to incorporate ‘ The Quebec Young Men's Christian Association.” 

c An Act to amend the Act respecting the Methodist Church of Canada (38 Vict., 
ap 60.) 
P An Act to incorporate “Le Cerclo Catholique de Quebec.” 

An Act to amend the Act incorporating the City Passenger Railway Company of 
Montreal, and to cancel the unpaid stock thereof. 

An Act to change the name of the Montreal Infants’ School Association to that of 
The Boys’ Home of Montreal,” and for other purposes. 

An Act to authorize the Ministers of the ‘Church calling themselves ‘ The 
Reformed Episcopal Church of Canada,” in the Province of Quebec, to keep registers 
of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials. 

An Act to authorize the Adams Tobacco Company to borrow money. 

An Act to incorporate ‘ The Beet Sugar Company of the Province of Quebec.” 

An Act to incorporate “L’Union St. Jean-Baptiste du Village de Buckingham” 
in the parish of St. Gregoire de Nazianze. 
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An Act to amend the Act of incorporation of the City of Three Rivers, 38 Vict., 
Cap. 76. 

P An Act to define and regulate the limits of certain Municipalities and Parishos in 
the counties of Nicolet, Arthakaska and Drummond, and to include in the County of 
Nicolet, the portions of these Municipalities and Parishes not now included therein. 

An Act to incorporate the Orford Nickel and Copper Company. 

An Act to legalize certain preliminaries in the [asorporation of the “ Mutual 
Fire Insurance Company of the Counties of Shefford and Brome and to change the 
name of the said Company. 

An Act to amend Article 873 of the Code of Civil Procedure. 

An Act to amend certain Articles of the Municipal Code of the Province of Quebec. 

An Act to authorize the oxecutor of the wills of the late William Petry, the elder, 
and William Petry, the younger, and the carator to the substitution created thore- 
under, to change certain investments now made. 

An Act to amend tho Act 31 Vict., Chap. 41, incorporating the “ Montreal Building 
Association,” by changing the name and extending the powers thereof. 

An Act to incorporate “ The Chapter of the Cathedral of St. Hyacinthe.” 

An Act to incorporate “ The Sherbrooke Nickel and Phosphate Mining Company.” 

An Act to amend “ The Act incorporating the Trustees of the American Presby- 
terian Society of Montreal.” 

An Act to incorporate tho Municipality of the Village de St. Louis du Mile End.” 

An Act to amend the Acts relating to the Mutual Assurance Associations of the 
Fabriques of the Diocoses of Quebec and Three Rivers, and of the Dioceses of Montreal 
and St. Hyacinthe. 

An Act to incorporate the Municipality of the Parish of Côte St. Paul. 

An Act toamend the Act respecting Commissioner's Courts for the summary 
trial of small causes. 

An Act to amend Chapter 70 of the Consolidated Statutes for Lower Canada, in- 
tituled - ‘ An Act respecting Joint Stock Companies for the construction of roads 
and certain other works.” 

An Act respecting the sale of lands for the working of mines of phosphate of 
lime, amending tho Act 32 Vict., Cap. 11. 

An Act to amend the Act of the late Province of Canada, 12 Vict., Cap. 137, 
incorporating “ La Communauté des Sœurs de Ste. Croix,’ in the Parish of St. Laurent, 
in the District of Montreal, for Educational purposos. 

An Act to amend the Act 40 Vict., Cap. 26, relating to the Profession of Medicine 
and Surgery, in the Province of Quebec. 

An Act to amend and consolidate the Quebec Licence Act and its amendments. 

An Act to provide for the giving notice of Sheriff's sales to hypothecary creditors. 

An Act to authorize the V. Hudon Cotton Mills Company, Hochelaga, to appoint 
Trustees to insure ita property, for the protection of the holdors of the debentures of 
the said Company, and for other purposes. 

An Act respecting the Registers of Civil Status. 

An Act to further amend the laws respecting Pablic Instruction in this Province, 

An Act to amend the Act of this Province 32 Vict., Cap. 51, rospecting Railways. 

An Act to umend Chapter 69 of the Consolidated Statutes for Lower Canada, 
respecting Bailding Societies in the Province of Quebec. 

c An Act respecting the Consolidated Railway Fund of this Province (40 Vict., 

ap. 2. 

P AR Act to amend SubSection 31 of Section One of Chapter 75 of the Consolidated 
Statutes for Lower Canada. 

An Act respecting the Indemnity to Petty Jurors, in Criminal Cases. 

An Act to farther amend the Law respecting Subsidies in Money made to certain 
Railway Companies. 


An Act to amend the Act 20 Vict., Cap. 125, respecting the Quebec North Shore 
Turnpike Roads. 
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After which His Excellency the Lieutenant Governor was pleased to reserve the 
followiny Bill for the signification of His Excellency the Governor General's pleasure 
thereon :— e 


An Act respecting the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Railway. 


After which His Excellency the Lieutenant Governcr was pleased to close the 
Third Session of the Third Parliament of the Province of Quebec, with the following 


Speech. 
Honorable Gentlemen of the Legislative Council. 
Gentlemen of the Legislative Assembly. 


Being desirous of ascertaining, in a constitutional manner, tho feelings of the 
people uf this Province, regardiag the present state of Public affairs, and the Minis- 
terial changes which have just tuken place, I have determined upon proroguing the 
Legislature of this Province, with a view to its dissolution at an early date. 

I sincerely entertain the hopo that the electors of this Province will, in the choice 
of their representatives, exhibit as much judgment as patriotism in order to assure 
peace, prosperity and happiness to the people of this Province. 


Tho Provincial Legislature was then prorogued to Thursday the cleventh day of 
April next. 
(Certified), Louis BEAvBIEN, 
Speaker. 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a copy of 
the commission appointing the Honorable Luc Letellier de St. Just Lieutenant 
Governor of the Province of Quebec. 

The same was then read by the Clerk, and 13 as follows :— 


DUFFERIN. 


[LS.] Canada. 


Victoria, by the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
Queen, Defonder of the Faith, &e., &c., &. 


To the Honorable Luc Letellier de St. Just, of the City of Ottawa, in Our Dominion 
of Canada, one of Our Privy Council for Canada. 


= 


GREETING :— 


Commission a pointing the, WHEREAS, We did, by certain Letters Patent, under 

Honorable Luc 1 giron Be the Great Seal of Our Dominion of Canada, bearing date 

the Province of Quebec. at the City of Ottawa, the Eleventh day of February, One 

— thousand eight hundred and Seventy-three, in tho Thirty- 

Dated 15th December, 1876. | sixth year of Our Reign, appoint the Honorable René 

Recorded 15th December, 1876.{ Edouard Caron, to be Lieutenant Governor of the Province 

R. W. SCOTT of Quebec, for and during Our will and pleasure as upon 

Secretary of State relation being had to the said recited Letters Patent, 
and Registrar General | will more fully and at large appear. 

of Canada. And Whereas, the said the Honorable René Edouard 

Caron has since died, and We have thought fit to appoint you to be such Lieutenant 


Governor in his stead. 
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Now Know Ys, that We roposing especial trust and confidence in the”prudenco, 
courage, loyaity and integrity of you the said the Honorable Lue Letellier de St. Just, 
of Our especial grace, certain knowledge, and mere motion havo thought fit to 
constitute aad appoint you, and, in accordance with the provisions of tho Act of the 
Parliament of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, passed in the 
Thirtieth year of Our Reign, intituled: “ Zhe British North America Act, 1867,” do 
hereby constitate and appoint you to be the Lieutenant Governor in and over the 
Province of Quebec, during the will and pleasure of Our Governor General of Canada. 

And We do hereby authorize and empower and require and command you in 
due manner to do and execute all things that shall belong to your said Command, 
and the trust We have reposed in you, according to the several provisions and 
directions granted or appointed you by virtue of this Our Commission and of tho 
Act above mentioned, according to such instructions as are herewith given to you, or 
which may from time to timé bo given to you in respect of the said Province of 
Quebec, under the Sign Manual of Our Governor General of Our said Dominion of 
Canada, or by Order of Our Privy Council of Cunada, and according to such Laws as 
are or shall be in force within the said Province of Quebec. 

In Testimony WuHEREOF, We have caused these Our Letters to be made Patent, 
and the Great Seal of Canada to be hereunto affixed: Witness, Our 
Right Trusty and Well Beloved Cousin ani Councillor the Right 
Honorable Sir Frederic Temple, Earl of Dufferin, Viecount and Baron 
Clandeboye of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the Peerage of the 
United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye of Ballyleidy and 
Killeleagh, in the County Down, in the Peerage of J/reland, and a Baronet, 
Knight of Our Most Illustrious Order of Saint Patrick, Kaoight Grand 
Cross of Our Most Distinguished Order of Saint Michael and Saint 
George, and Knight Commander of Our Most Honorable Order of the 
Bath, Governor General of Canada, and Vice Admiral of the same. At 
Our Government House, in Our City of Ottawa, this fifteonth day of 
December, in the year of Our Lord, One thousand eight hundred and 
Seventy-six, and in the fortieth year of Our Reign. 


By Command, 
R. W. Soort, 
Secretary of State. 


‘auvlg AUVAUN 


‘ppoung “wap ‘Ay 


L. A. CATELLIER, 


OF THE 
OTTAWA, 8th April 1878. 


I hereby certify the within to be a truc and 
f the Record of the original 


COMMISSION 
APPOINTING THB 
LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR 


PROVINCE OF QUEBEC. 


Oo 
Commission as entered in Lib. A, folio 246. 


Dep. Registrar General of Canada. 


Dated 15th December, 1876. 
Strate oy CANADA REGISTRAR’s BRANCH, 


HON. LUC LETELLIER DE ST. JUST, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE SECRETARY OF 


faithful co 


Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 
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The House, according to Order, resumed the adjourned Debate on the Honorable 
Mr. Read's motion—To Resolve, That this House regrets that the mode adopted by 
the Government, in relation to the construction of the Pacific Railway, involves the 
expenditure of enormous sums of public money without any corresponding bene- 
ficial resulte. 

After Debate, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That furthor Debate on the said motion bs postponed until to-morrow 


The Order of the Day being read for putting the House into a Committee of the 
Whole, on the Bill intituled: “ An Act to provide that persons charged with common 
“assault shall be competent as Witnesses,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for putting tho House into a Committtee of the 
Whole on the Bill intituled : “An Act to amend ‘ The Post Offico Act of 1875,’ ” 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

That the said Order be discharged, and the Bill read a third time presently. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly, 

The question was put whether this Bill srall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. 


Tho House, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure and put into a 
Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act respecting the Maritime 
* Court of Ontario.” 


(In the Committee.) 


Atter some time the House was resumed, and 

The Honorable Mr. Dickson, from the said Committee, reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill and had directed him to report the same to the House 
without any amendment. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
il was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be now road a third time. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly 

The question was put whether this Bill shail pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do godown to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. 


The Order of the Day being read for putting the House into a Committee of th® 
Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act respecting conflicting claims to lands of occu- 
“ pants in Manitoba,” , 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, socondel by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, that the same be postponed until to-morrow. 
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The Order of the Day being read for putting the House into a Committee of the 
Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act further to amend the Act intituled: ‘An Act 
“respecting the Public Works of Canada,’ ” 

On motion of the Honoiable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk to return 
the Bill intituled: “ An Act to authorize and confirm the scheme of arrangement of 
“the Canada Southern Railway Company,” and to acquaint this House that they 
have agreed to the amendments made: by the Senate to the said Bill without any 
amendment. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: An act respecting the Port Whitby Harbour Company,” to which they 
desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Aikins, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Skead, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Bill intituled: “An 
“ Act for the relief of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon,” together with the Report of the 
Select Committee, to whom the said Bill was referred, and the evidence submitted by 
the said Committee, 

The Honorable Mr. Kaulbach moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Macfarlane, 

That the said Report be adopted and the Bill read a third time presently. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass? 

It was, on a division, resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill, to which they desire their concurrence. 


The Honorable Mr. Kaulbach moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Macfarlane, 

That a Message be sent to the House of Commons by one of the Masters in 
Chancery, to communicate to that House the evidence taken before the Select Com- 
mittee to whom was referred the Bill intituled: ‘“ An Act for the relief of Victoria 
Elizabeth Lyon,” with a request that the same may be returned to this House. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly. 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the amendment 
made by the House of Commons to the Bill intituled: ‘ An Act for the reliei of George 
Frothingham Johnston, and 

The same being again read by the Clerk, 

The Henorable Mr. Penny moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McMaster, 

That the said amendment be agreed to. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on & division, 
resolved in ths affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That one of the Masters in Chancery do go down to the House of 
Commons and acquaint that House that the Senate doth agree to the amendment made 
to the last mentioned Bill without any amendment. 


D Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
ickson, 

The House adjourned. 
M 
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Tuesday, 9th April, 1878. 
The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 
The Honerable Mossieurs 
Aikins, Cornwall, Kaulbach, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever, Lewin, Power, 
Allan, Dickey, MaClelan, Pozer, 
Armand, Dickson, McDonald, Read, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, MoLelan, Reesor, 
Belkrnse, Fabre, Mc Master Ryan, 
Benson, Ferrier, Macdonald, Scott; 
Botsford, Girard, Macfariane, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Glasier, Macpherson, Simpson, 
Bureau, Grant, Miller, Stevens, 
Campbell, Guévremont, Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Muirhead, Trudel, 
Chaffers, . Haviland, Northup, Vidal, 
Chapais, Haythorne, Odell, Wark, 
Cochrane, Hope, Paquet, Wilmot 
Cormier, Howlan, Pelletier, 
PRAYERS : 


The: Honorable Mr. Girard, from. tha:Seleot Cotnmitiee appointed to investigate 
the: purchase of the pro at Fort William for a terminus to the. Canadian 
Pacifié Raitway, presented. there First Report. 

Ordered, That it be‘received{ and + 

The.same was then read by the: Olenir, as follows :— 


THe SENATE, 
Couuirres. Room. - 
Tuesday, 9th April, 1878. 


The Select Committee appointed “to continue the investigation, and to inquire 
+‘ into all the questions relating to the purchase of the property at Port William for a 
“terminus to the Canadian Pacific Railway, and'to send for persons, papers and 
‘“‘ records and: examine Witnesses under oati, and’ to ort thereon with all con- 
“venient speed this Session,” beg leave to make the foflowing as their First Report :— 

Your Committee recommend that tite usual mumber of copies for distribation, 
and for insertion in the Journals of this House of the evidence taken in this enqaty, 
be printed 

All which is respectfully submitted: 


M. A. Grparp, 


Chairman. 
And the same being again read by the Clerk, 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Girard, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it was 
Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


The Honorable Mr, Kaulbach moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Macfarlane, 

That the evidence submitied! by the'Selest Conimittés to whom was referred the 
Bill intituled : “An Act for the relief of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon” be not inserted in 
the Journals of this House. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, ona division, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly. 


The Honorable Mr. Macdonald ( Victoria) moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 


praying that His Hxcellency will cause te be laid before this House, the latest Report 
of the Acting Engineer in Chief of the Pacific Railway, together with the map 
relating to the Peace River Country and Pine River Pass. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, thé’ same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was . 

Ordered, That tlre said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Bill intitaled : “ An 
“ Act respecting the Traffic in Intoxicating Liquors,” as amended in Committee of 
the Whole Hose, 

On motion of thé Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow, and that the same do then 
stand as the first item upon the Ordérs of that Day. 


The House, according to Order, resumed the adjourned Debate on the Honorable 
Mr. Read's motion—To Resolve, That this House regrets that the mode adopted by 
the Government, in relation to the construction of the Pacific Railway, involves the 
oxpenditare of enormous sums of public money witkout aay sorrespond ing beneficial 
resnits. 

After Debate, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
McMaster, it was 

Ordered, That further Debate on the said motion be postponed until to-morrow. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commens by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled : “ An Act to grant certain powers to the Agricultural Mutual Assurance 
“ Association of Canada, and to chanje its name,” té which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. . . 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

Qn motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mi. Dickey, 
it was | | , | 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Thursday next. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Ferrier, 
The House adjourned. 


x} 
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Wednesday, 10th April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cornwall, Kauilbach, Power, 
Alexander, Dever, Lewin, Pozer, 
Allan, Dickey, McClelan, 
Armand, Dickson, McLelan, Reesor, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, Mc Master, Ryan, 
Bellerose, Fabre, Macdonald, Scott, 
Benson, Ferrier, Macfarlane, Seymour, 
Botsford, Girard, Macpherson, Simpson, 
Bourinot, Glasier, Miller, Skead, 
Bureau, Grant, Montgomery, Stevens, 
Campbell, Guévremont, Muirhead, Sutherland, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Northup, Trudel, 
Chafers, Haviland, Odell, Vidal, 
Chapais, Haythorne, Pdquet, Wark, 
Cochrane, Hope, Pelletier, ' Wilmot. 
Cormier, Howlan, Penny, 

PRAYERS 


The Honorable Mr. Pelletier, Minister of Agriculture, presented to the House, 
a Return to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 11th 
March,'1878 ; prayiug His Excellency to cause to be laid before this House, all Reports, 
surveys, plans or alteration of plans, contracts and correspondence connected with 
the improvement of the navigation of the River St. John at the Oromocto Shoals. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Tuble, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 82.) 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the Bill 
intituled: “ An Act respecting the Traffic in Intoxicating Liquors,” as amended by 
the Committee of the Whole. 

And the Clauses one to ninety-eight, inclusive, having been read by the Clerk, 
and the question of concurrence put on each, they were severally agreed to without 
any further amendment. | 

The ninety-ninth Clause was then read and amended as follows :— 

Page 23, line 31.—After “ also” leave out “that” and insort “any producer of 
“ cider in the county, or ”’—and at line 36, after “gallons” insert “or in the case of 
“ lager beer not less than eight gallens.” 

The question of concurrence being put on the last mentioned Clause, as amended, 
it was agreed to. 

The nine following Clauses were then read, 
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And the question of concurrence being put on each, they were severally agreed to. 
The one hundred and ninth Clause was then read and amended as follows :— 
Page 27, line 5.—Leave out “ten” and insert “ not more than twenty.” 

Page 27. line 9.—Leave out “ten” where it occurs the first time, and insert 
“not more than twenty.” , 

Page 27, line 11—Leave out “ten’’ where it occurs the first time, and insert 
“not more than twenty.” 

Page 27, line 17.—Leave out “ten” where it occurs the first time, and insert 
“nol more than twenty.” 

The question of concurrence being put on the last mentioned Clause, as amended, 
it was agreed to. 

The one hundred and tenth Clause was then read and the question of concur- 
rence being put thereon, it was ed to. 

On the one hundred and ‘eleventh Clause being read, it was moved by the 
Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

That the same be agreed to. - | 

In amendment, it was moved by the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Campbell, 

That the said Clause be left out and the following substituted in lieu thereof, 
Viz :— 

Page 27, line 28.—After “ offeñce ” leave out to “ Schedules ” in line 38, and insert 
“No appeal whatever shall be allowed from any such conviction, judgment or 
“order to any Court of General Quarter Sessions, or other Court whatever, when the 
“conviction has been made by a Stipendiary Magistrate, Recorder, Judge of the 
“ Sessions of the Peace, Sheriff, Police Magistrate, Sitting Magistrate or Commissioner 
“of a Parish Court.” 

Which being objected to, 

After Debate, 

The question of concurrence was put thereon, and the names being called for, 
they were taken down as follow :— 


ConTENTs : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Alerander, Cochrane, Haviland, Northup, 
Allan, Cornwall Haythorne, Odell, : 
Armand, Dever, Kaulbach, Read, 
Bellerose, Dickey, Macfarlane, Ryan, 
Botsford, Dickson, Macpherson, Sutherland, 
Bourinot, Dumouchel, Miller, Trudel, 
Campbell, Glasier, Montgomery, Wilmot.—30. 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), 

Non-ConTENTs : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cormier, Lewin, Reesor, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, McClelan (Hopewell), Scott, 
Benson, Ferrier, Mc Master, Seymour, 
Bureau, Girard, Pdquet, Simpson, 
Chafers, Grant, Pelletier, Stevens, 
Chapais, Hope, Penny, Vidal, - 
Christie (Speaker), -Howtan, Pozer, Wark.—28. 


So it was resolved in the affirmative. 
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The question being then put on the main motion, as amended, the same was also 
resolved in the affirmative. 

Schedules A, B, GC, D, E, F, G, H, I, J, K, L, and M were then read, and 

The question of concurrence being put on each, they were severally agreed to. 

Schedule N was then amended as fllows — 

Page 35, line 26.—Leave out “ten” where it occurs the first time, and insert 
‘ not more than twenty.” 

The question of concurrence being put on the said Schedule, as amended, it was 
agreed to. 

8 The additional Clauses, lettered from A to M, inclusive, were then read, and 

The question of concurrence being put on each, they were sevorally agreed to. 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, be read the third time to-morrow. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a copy of 
such General Rules and Orders as have been made by the Judges of the Supreme and 
Exchequer Courts since the last Session of Parliament. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers,*No. 80.) 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr, McClelan, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Mont ; 


he House adjourned. 








Thursday, llth April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker, 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Dever, Kaulbach, Penny, 
Alexander, Dickey, Leonard, Power, 
Allan, Dickson, Lewin, Pozer, 
Armand, Dumouchel, McClelan, Read, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, Mc Lelan, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Ferguson, Mc Masters Ryan, 
Benson, Ferrier, Macdonald, Scott, 
Botsford, Girard, Macfarlane, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Glasier, Macpherson, Simpson, 
Bureau, Grant, Miller. Skead, 
Campbell, Guévremont, Montgomery, Stevens, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Muirhead, Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Haviland, Northup, Trudel, 
Chapais, Haythorne, Odell, Vidal, 
Cochrane, Hope, Pdquet, Wark, 
Cormier, Howlan, Pelletier, Wilmot. 
Cornwall, 
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1 The Honorable Mr. McClelan (Hopewell) moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
arg, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
a detailed statement of the quantities of Plaister of Paris or Gypsum, ground or 
calcined, imported from the United States during the past fiscal year, shewing 
quantity received at each Port and valuation of same for duty. Also, quantity 
entered at each Port, of Gypsum and Plaister of Paris, not ground or calcined, and 
of G prom not calcined for Agricultural purposes. 

e question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address ‘be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Return of all 
duties of Excise for this Dominioa for the months of July, August, September, 
October, November, December, 1877, and the months of January, February and March 
of 1878, as well as the months of April, May and June of 1877. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, tho same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the G>vernor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Carrall moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Cornwall, 

That an humble Addreas be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to lay before this House, a Return 
containing the separate and joint correspondence of the Commissioners for defining 
the extent of Indian Reserves in British Columbia. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excelloncy the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk in the 
following words :— 


House or Commons OF CANADA. 
Ottawa, 11th April, 1878. 


Resolved, That a Message be sent to the Senate informing their Honors that this 
House hath passed an Address to His Excelloncy the Governor General, expressing 
the deep feeling of regret which we experience at the approaching departure of His 
Excellency from Cdnada ; and of our duty to assure His fxcelleney that the zealous 
devotion of his great abilities on all occasions to the public interests is held in high 
appreciation; and that especially the visits to each of the Provinces and Territories of 
the Dominion by which His Excellency has familiarised himself with the character of 
the people and the resources of the country, and the eloquent speeches in which His 
Excelleney has enlarged on those topics have been attended with the most beneficial 
results in attracting attention to Canada; and that we are highly sensible of the 
great degree in which literature and art and the industrial pursuits have received 
encouragement from His Excellency’s efforts and liberality ; assuring His Excellency 
and his distinguished Consort that they will bear with them our warmest wishes for 
their fature welfare and happiness; that we rejoice in the conviction that, though 
Canada may no longer possess the advantage of His Excellency’s experience and 
knowledge of public affairs in so exclusive a degree as she has enjoyed them in the 
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past, she will continue to have in His Excellency a friend and advocate; and that it 

is our heart-felt wish that for many years the Empire at large may have the benefit 

of His Exceliency’s ripe wisdom, experience and eminent abilities ;—and requesting 
their Honors to unite with this House in the said Address. | 

° Ordered, That the Clerk of the House do carry the said Message to the Senate. 


(A ttest.) 
ALFRED PATRICK, 
Clerk of the Commons, 


The said Address, to His Excellency the Governor General, was then read by the 
Clerk, as follows :— | 

To His Excellency the Right Honorable Sir Faeperic Tempus, Earl of Dufferin, 
Viscount and Baron Clandeboye, of Clandeboye, in the County Down,in the Peerage 
of the United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clanderboye, of Ballyle:dy and Killeleagh,in 
the County Down, in the Peerage of Ireland, and a Baronet, Knight of the Most lllus- 
trious O.der of Saint Patrick, Knight Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished Order 
of Sain! Michael and Saint George, and Knight Commander of the Most Honorable 
order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, and Vice-Admiralof the same, &., 

c, &. 


May 17 PLEASE Your EXxOELLENCY. 


We, Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of Canada, in Parliament assembled, beg leave to approach Your Excellency with the 
expression of the deep feeling of regret which we experience at your approaching 
departure from Canada. 

We feel it to be a duty to assure Your Excellency that the zealous devotions of 
your great abilities, on all occasions, to the public interests, is held in high appresia- 
tion; and that, especially the visits to each of the Provinces and Territories of the 
Dominion, by which Your Excellency has familiarised yourself with the character of 
the people, and the resources of the country, and the eloquent speeches in which 
Your Excellency has enlarged on these topics, have been attended with the most 
beneficial results in attracting attention to Canada. 

We are highly sensible of the great degree in which literature and art and the 
industrial pursuits have received encouragement from Your Excellency’s efforts and 

iberality. 

We venture to convey the assurance that Your Excellency and your distinguished 
Consort will bear with you on leaving us our warmest wishes for your future welfare 
and happiness; that we rejoice in the conviction that, though Canada may no longer 
possess the advantage of Your Excellency’s experience and knowledge of public affairs 
in 80 exclusive a degree as she has enjoyed thom in the past, this country will continue 
to havein Your Excellency a friend and advocate ; and that it is our heartfelt wish that 
for many years the Empire at large may have the benefit of Your Excellency’s ripe 
wisdom, experience and eminent abilities. 

Speaker. 
TIMOTHY WARREN ANGLIN, 


Speaker. 
HovusE oF Commons April, 1878. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded hy the Honorable Mr. Campbell, 
To agree with the House of Commons by filling up the blank with the words 
“ Senate and.” | 
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The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was unanimously 
resolved in the affirmative. 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Campbell, it was 
H Ordered, That His Honor the Speaker do sign the said Address on behalf of this 

ouse. 

Ordered, That one of the Masters in Chancery do go down to the House of Com- 
mons and acquaint them that the Senate has agreed to the said Joint Address to His 
Excellency the Governor General by filling up the blank with the words “Senate and.” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Campbell, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Joint Address of both Houses to His Excellency the 
Governor General be presented to His Excellency by the Members of the Queen’s 
Privy’ Council for Canada. 

he Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, iuformed the House that His 
Excellency the Governor General has appointed Tuesday next, the i6th irstant, at 
two o'clock in the afternoon, in the Senate Chamber, to receive the Members of the 
Queen’s Privy Council for Canada, with the Joint Address of the Senate and House 
of Commons, expressing their deep feeling of regret at His Evcellency’s approaching 
departure from Canada. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Campbell, 
it was | 

Resolved, That a Message be sent to the House of Commons to acquaint that 
House that His Excellency the Governor General has appointed Tuesday next, the 
sixteenth instant, at two o’clock in the afternoon in the Senate Chamber to receive 
the Members of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada, with the Joint Address of the 
Senate and House of Commons, expressing their deep feeling of regret at His Excel- 
lency’s approaching departure from Canada, and to inform the Commons that such 
Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council will be in attendence in 
in the Senate Chamber at that time. 

Ordered, That the foregoing Resolution be communicated to the House of Com- 
mons by one of the Masters in Chancer J: 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk, to return 
the Bill intituled : “An Act to incorporate the Fishwick’s Express and Merchants 
Forwarding Company (Limited), and to acquaint this House that they have passed 
ve said Bill with several amendments, to which they desire the concurrence of the 

nate. 


The said amendments were then read by the Clerk, as follow :— 


Page 1, line 25.—Leave out from “estate” to “and ”.in line 26, and insert “ for 
“the purposes of their business only.” 
Page 2, line 26.—Leave out from “ estate” to ‘ and ” in line 27. 
Page 2, line 30.—Leave out “ or she.” 
Page 3, line 4—After “holden” insert “on the first Tuesday in June, in the 
“year of Our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy-eight.” 
‘ Page 3, line 6.—Leave out from “business” to “and,” whore it occurs the 
second time in line 8. 
Page 3, line 20.—Leave out “clauses’’ and insert “ powers conferred and be 
“ subject to all and every the.” 
age 3, line 36.—Leave out from “until” to “and” in line 41, and insert ‘the 
“ whole of the capital stock of the said corporation has been subscribed, and not less 
“than twenty thousand dollars has been bond fide paid up thereon.” 
Page 4, line 4.— After “ Canada” insert “and all provisions of the Canada Joint 
“ Stock Companies Clauses Act, 1869, shall apply to the Company, except so far as 
“they may be inconsistent with this Act.” 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said amendments be takon into consideration by the House 
tomorrow. 


A Message was brought from the House of Conrmons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: “An Act to grant relief to the Canada Agricultural Insurance Company,” 
to which they desire the concurrence of this Heuse. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Bellerose, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Baitlar- 

eon it was 
$ Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Monday next. 


A Messige was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled : “An Act respecting the offices of Reeeiver General and Attorney General of 
‘ Canada,” to which they desire the voncurreneo of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

Ono motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconde! by the Honorable Mr. Penny, it 
was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second tiine on Monday next. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Seenetary of State, presented to the House a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 26th March, 1878, 
praying that Hie Excellency witl cause to be laid before this House, all correspoo- 
dence, offers or tenders that have been rocvived for the leasing of the exclusive right 
of Salmon fishing and netting in the Frazer River, Britieh Columbia. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 89.) 


The Order of the Day being read for the third reading of the Bill intitulei: 
“An Act respecting the Traffic in Intoxicating Liquors,” 

Tho Honorable Mr. Scott moved, scconded by the Honorable Mr. Wark, 

That the words struck oat of the 111th Olause ot the said Bill in Committee 
of the Whole House, be restored. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon ; the House divided : and the names 
being called for, they were taken down as follow : — 


CoNTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Fabre, McClelan (Hopewell) , Scott, 
Baillargeon, Ferrier, Mc Lelan( Londonderry) ,Seymour, 
Benson, Girard, Mc Master, Simpson, 
Bureau, Grant, Paquet, Skead, 
Chaffers, Hope, Penny, Stevens, 
Chapais, Howlan, Power, Vidal, 
Christie (Speaker), Leonard, Pozer, Wark.—81. 
Cormier, Lewin, Reesor, 
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Non-Convents : | 


Fhe Honorablo Messieurs 


Alexander, Convaatl, Haythorne, Muirhead, 
Allan, ever, Kaulbach, Northup, 
Bellerose, DPrakey, Macdonald ( Victaria) Odell, 
Botsford, Dickson, Macfarlane, Read, 
Bourinot, Ferguson, Macpherson, Ryan, 
Campbell, Glasier, Miller, Sutherland, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Montgomery, Wilmot. —380. 
Cochrane, Haviland, 


So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorahle Mr. Bureau, 

That the said Bill be now read a third time. | 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the game was rosolved in the 
affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a third time according. 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bureau, 

That the said Bill do now psss. | 

Fhe Honorable Mr. Girard moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Vidal, 

That the said Bill be further amended as follows :-— 


In the Preamble. 


In the firet line, after the word “ desirable ” add “to promote Temperance in the 
“Dominion and.” ; 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 

tive. 

Upon the question being again put, that the said Bill do now pass? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. | 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate huve passed this Bill, to which they desire their concurrence. 


The Order of the Day being read for putting the House.into a Committee of the 
Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act to amend ‘An Act respecting conflicting 
‘claims to lands of occupants in Manitoba,’ ” 

The Honorable Mr. Girard moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Sutherland, 

That it be an instruction to the Committee to amend the said Bill as follows: — 

Page 1, line 30.—After “ case” insert Clause A. 


Clause A. 


“8. The first section of the said Act is hereby amended by adding to it a third 
“sub-section, immediately after the word ‘aforesaid,’ at the end of its secoud sub- 
“section, as follows :— | 

‘8. Any cases of claims to such lands in respect of which applications have been 
“made for Letters Patent under the said Acts or either of them, but it has not been 
“established to the satisfaction of the Minister charged with the administra‘ion of 
“Dominion Lands that there has been peaccable possession and undisturbed occupancy 
“of the same; and all such cases shall come within the purview of this Act as if 
“they were cases of adverse or conflicting claims.” _ 

The question of concurrence being put thereon; the House divided: and tho 
names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said amendments be takon into consideration ‘by the House 
to-morrow. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
fntituled : “An Act to grant relief to the Canada Agricultural Insurance Company,” 
to which they desire the concurrence of this Heuse. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Bellerose, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Baïllar- 

eon it was 
9 Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time en Monday next. 


A Messige was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bit 
intituled : “An Act respecting the offices of Reeeiver General and Attorney General of 
“ Canada,” to which they desira the concurrence of t&is flonss. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. | 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, soconde1i by the Honorable Mr. Peany, it 


was 
Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second tiine on Monday next. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Seeretary of State, presented to the House a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 26th March, 1878, 
praying that His Excellency wüll cause to be laid before this House, all correspon- 
dence, offers or tenders that have been roccived for the leasing of the exclusive right 
of Salmon fishing and netting in the Frazer River, Britieh Columbia. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 59.) 


The Order of the Day being read for the third reading of the Bill intitaled : 
“Av Act respecting the Traffic in Intoxicating Liquors,” 

Tho Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Wark, 

That the words struck oat of the 111th Clause ol the said Bill in Committee 
of the Whole House, be restored. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon; the House divided : and the names 
being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 


CONTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Fabre, McClelan (Hopewell), Scott, 
Baillargeon, Ferrier, Mc Lelan( Londonderry) ,Seymour, 
Benson, Girard, Mc Master, Simpson, 
Bureau, Grant, Paquet, Skead, 
Chaffers, Hope, Penny, Stevens, 
Chapais, Howlan, Power, Vidal, 
Christie (Speaker), Leonard, Pozer, Wark.—31. 


Cormier, Lewin, Reesor, 
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Non-ConwrenTs :. 


Fhe Honorable Messieurs 


Alexander, ( I, Haythorne, Muirhead, 
Allan, ever, Kaulbach, Northup, 
Bellerose, Lakes, Macdonald ( Victaria) Odell, 
Botsford, Dickson, Macfarlane, Read, 
Bourinot, Ferguson, Macpherson, Ryan, 
Campbell, Glasier, Miller, Sutherland, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Montgomery, Wilmot —30. 
Cochrane, Haviland, 


So it was resolved jn the affirmative. 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorahle Mr. Bureau, 

That the said Bill be now read a third time. | 

The question of concurrence being pnt thereon, the game was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a third time according. 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bureau, 

That the said Bill do now psss. | 

Phe Honorable Mr. Girard moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Vidal, 

That the said Bill be farther amended as follows :-— 


In the Preamble. 


In the first line, after the word “ desirable ” add “to promote Temperance in the 
“Dominion and.” | 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
afirmative. 

Upon the question being again put, that the said Bill do now pass ? 

It was resoived in the affirmative. | 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate huve passed this Bill, to which they desire their concurrence. 


The Order of the Day being read for putting the House.into a Committee of the 
Whole on the Bill intituled : “An Act to amend‘ An Act respecting conflicting 
“ “claims to lands of occupants in Manitoba,’ ” 

The Honorable Mr. Girard moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Sutherland, 

That it be an instruction to the Committee to amend the said Bill as follows:— 

Page 1, line 30.— After “ case” insert Clause A. 


Clause A. 


“3. The first section of the said Act is hereby amended by adding to it a third 
“sub-section, immediately after the word ‘aforesaid,’ at the end of its secoud sub- 
“section, as follows :— | 

“8. Any cases of claims to such lands in respect of which applications have been 
“made for Letters Patent under tho said Acts or either of them, but it has not been 
“established to the satisfaction of the Minister charged with the administra‘ion of 
“ Dominion Lands that there has been peacoable possession and undisturbed occupancy 
“of the same; and all such cases shall come within the purview of this Act as if 
“they were cases of adverse or conflicting claims.” _ 

The question of concurrence being put thereon; the House divided: and tho 
names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 
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Friday, 12th April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikine, Cornwall, Howlan, Penny, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, Power, 
Allan, Dickey, Leonard, Fozer, 
Armand, Dickson, Lewin, Read, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McClelan, Reesor, , 
Bellerose, Fabre, Mc Lelan, 

Benson, Ferguson, Mc Master, Scott, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macdonald, ; 
Bourinot, Girard, Ma-farlane, Simpson, 
Bureau, Glasier, Macpherson, Skead, 
Campbell, ant, Miller, Stevens, 
Carrall, Ghuévremont, Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Chafers, Hamilton (Kingston), Muirhead, Trudel, 

: is, Haviland, Northup, Vidal, 
‘Chinic, Haythorne, Odell, Wark, 
Cochrane, Hope, Pdquei, Wilmot. 
Cormier, 

PRAYERS : 


The Honorable the Speaker presented to the House,—A Return of the Baptisms, 
Morriages and Burials, in the District of Joliette, Province of Quebec, tor the year 
1877. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Tablo, anl it is as follows :— 


( Vide Seasional Papers, No. 13.) 


The Honorable Mr. Power moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Lewin, 

That the question of printing the evidence taken in Divorce Cases before 
Committees of this House, be referred to a Select Committee to be composed of the 
Honorable Messieurs Botsfurd, Scott, Campbell, Bureau, Haviland, Miller, 
Beymour, and the mover, with a view to their reporting a rule for adoption by the 

ouse. 

The question of concurrence befng- put thercon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly. 


The Honorable Mr. Atkins moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Ryan, 
That an humble Ad iross be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that he will cause 10 be laid before this House, a statoment setting torth 
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the names of the foreign Mutual Life and Stock Companies, that have not complied 
with the Consolidated Insurance Act of last Session in respect of deposits for future 
business, the amount insured by such Companies respectively in Canada at lust retarns 
made by them, also the names of those Companies which, in the year immediately 
preceding such Session, had ceased to do business in Canada, and, also, any corres- 
pondence which may have taken place betweon any of such Companies and the Gov- 
ernment, in respect of such business, since the Ist of July, 1877. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolvei in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the suid Address be presented ty His Exceltoncy the Governor 
Gener#] by such Members of this House as ard Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Bellerose moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Baillargeon? 

That the question of amending the 49th Rule of this House so as to make it 
applicable only to Private Bills originating in the Sonate, be referred to the Select 
Committee appointed this day for the purpose of reporting a Rule for the adoption 
of the House in reference to printing the Evidence taken in Divorce Cases before 
Select Committees. 

The question of concurrence boing put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly. 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, Com- 
merce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “An Act to amend 
‘the Acts incorporating the Broskville axid Ottawa Railway Company, and the Canada 
“ Central Railway Company, and to provide for the amalgamation of the said Com- 
“ panies,” reported that they had gone through tHe said Bill, and had directed him 
to report the same with several amendments, which he was ready. to submit when- 
ever the House would be pleased to receive them. 

Ordered, That the Report be now received, and 

The said amendments were then read by the Clerk, as follow :— 

Page 2, line 6.—LLeave out “ mode of appointing the.” 

Page 2, line 7.— Leave out “ estublished ” and insert “ appointed.” 

Page 2, line 12,— Leave out from ‘ Companies” to “and” in line 13. 

Page :, line 15.—Leave out “and holding,” and after “powers” insert “ and,” 
and leave out from “ privileges” to. the firat ‘“ the ”’ in line 16. 

Page 3, line 29.— 

Page 3, line 31.— } After “ Railway ” insert “ Company.” 

Paye 3, line 33.— 

Page 3, line 38.— Leave out “ upon ” and insert “ of,” and after “ Railway ” insert 
“Company reckoned per mile.” 

Page 5, line 22.—Leave out from “and” to “by” in line 23, and insert “if the 
“ Company desires to restrict its liabilities upon such western series it shall.” 

Page 5, line 25.—Leave out “ the Company ” and insert “ it.” 


In the Schedule to the Bill. 


Page 6, line 13. 

Page 7, line 2. + After “ Railway” insert “ Company.” 

Page 7, line 9. 

Page 7, line ult.— After “ 67 ” insert ‘ Act of the Parliament of the Dominion of 
“Canada, respecting the Brockville and Ottawa Railway Company, 37 Victoria, 


“Chapter 69.” 
he said amendments being read a second time, atid the quostion of concurrence 


being: pat on each, they were severally agreed to. 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pénny, sevondel' by the Honorable Mr. Bureau, 


it was 
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Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill, as amonded, was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill; as amended, shall pass? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Senate have passed this Bill with several amendments, to which 
they desire their concurrence. 


The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, 
Commerce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled : “An Act to 
“incorporate ‘ La Société de Construction du Comté d'Hochelaga' as a Permanent 
‘ Building Society and for other purposes,” reported that they had gone through the 
said Bill, and had directed him to report the same ta the House, without any 
amendment. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Trudel, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Cormier, 
it: was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be now reud a third time. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the amend- 
ments made by the House of Commons to the Bill intituled : “‘ An Act to incorporate 
“the Fishwicks’ Express and Merchants’ Forwarding Company (Limited),” and 

The same being again read by the Clerk, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said amendments be agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate doth agree to the amendments made to the last-mentioned 
Bill, without any amendment. 


The House, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure, and put into a 
Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “ An Act to provide that persons 
“charged with common assault shall be competent as Witnesses.” 


In the Committee. 


After some time the House was resumed, and 

The Honorable Mr. Alexan ier, from the said Committee, reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same to the House 
without any amendment. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bureau, 
it was ; 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time on Monday next. 


The Order of the Day being read for resuming the adjourned Debate on the 
Honorable Mr. Read’s motion—To Resolve, That this House regrets that the mode. 
adopted by the Government in relation to the construction of the Pacific Railway 
involves the expenditure of enormous sums of public money without any correspond- 
ing beneficial results, 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Trudel, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McClelan, 
it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until Monday next. 

The Ionorable Mr. Scott, Secretdry of State, informed the ILouse that His 
Excellency the Governor General will attend in the Sonate Chambor on ‘Tucsday next, 
at two o'clock in the afternoon, to receive the Joint Address of both [Touses, express- 


ing their decp feeling of regret at His Excellency’s approaching departure from 
Canada. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Dickson, scconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Kaulbach. 


The House adjourned until Monday next, at Three o'clock in the afternoon. 


Monday, 15th April, 1878. 


The Members convened wore 
The Honorable D4 VID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messicurs 


Aikins, Cormier, Flowlan, Penny, 
Alexander, Cornwall, Kaulbach, Power, 
Allan, Dever, Leonard, Pozer, — 
Armand, Dickey, Lewin, Read, 
Baillargeon, Dickson, McClelan, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, Mc Lelan, Ryan 
Benson, Fubre, Mc Master, Scoët, 
Botsfurd, Ferrier, Macdonald, Simpson, 
Bourinot, Girurd, Macfarlane, Skead, 
Bureau, Glasier, Macpherson, Stevens, 
Campbell, Grant, Miller, Sutherland, 
Carrail, Guevremont, Montgomery, Trudel, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Kingston), Muirhead, Vidal, 
Chapais, Haviland, Northup, Wark, 

nic, Haythorne, Odell, Wilmot. 
Cochrane, Hope, Pdquet, 

Prayers: 


His Honor the Speaker informed the House that Uis Excellency the Governor 
General has appointed to-morrow, Tuesday, the 16th instant, at two o’clock in the 
afternoon, in the Senate Chamber, to receive the Members of the Queen’s Privy 
Council for Canada, with tho Joint Address of the Senate and House of Commons, 
expressing their deop fecling of regret at His Bxcellency’s approaching departure 
from Canada. 

N 
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Tho Honorable Mr. Hamilton ( Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, Com- 
merce and Railways, to whom was referred tho Bill intitulod : ‘“ An Act respecti 
“the Port Whitby Harbour Company,” reported that they had gone through the sai 
Bill, and had directed him to report the same to the House without any amendmeat. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Hunorable Mr. Aikins, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be now read a third time. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amondment. 


The Honorable Mr. Campbell moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bellerose, 

To Resolve,—That the Messages of His Excellency the wovernor General of the 
Z6th March and 8th April be now read, and that it be resolvod that the course 
alopted by the Lieutenant Governor of the Province of Quebec towards his late 
Ministry was at variance with the cunstitutional principles upon which Responsible 
Government should be conducted. 

After Debate, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Power, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Lewin, 
it was 

Ordered, That farther debate on tho said motion be postponed until to-morrow, 
and that it do then stand as the first item upon the Ordors of that Day. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intitulod : ‘“ An Act respecting the Ontario Express and Transportation Company,” to 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Hope, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Power, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Wednesday next. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Dickey ‘. 
The House a ljourned. 








41 Victoria. 16th Apri. 895 





tnt ae eee ad e————.-— = 





Tuesday, 16th April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs . 


Aikins, Cormier, Kaulbach, Pelletier, 
Alexander, Cornwall, Leonard, Penny, 
Allan, Dever, Lewin, Power, 
Armand, Dickey, MrClelan, Pozer, 
Baillargeon, Dickson, Mc Donald, Read, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, Mc Lelan, Reesor, 
Benson, Fabre, Mc Master, Scott, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macdonald, Simpson, 
Bourinot, Girard, Macfarlane, Skead, 
Brown, Glasier, . Macpherson, Stevens, 
Bureau, Grant, Miller, Sutherland, 
Campbell, Guévremont, Montgomery, Trudel, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), M uirhead, Vidal, 
Chaffers, ‘Haviland, Northup, ark, 
Chapais, Haythorne, Odell, Wilmot 
Chinic, Hope, Pdquet, 

PRAYERS : 


The Honorable the Speaker informed the House that he had received a com. 
munication announcing the intention of His Excellency the Governor General to 
come down to the Senate today, at three o’clock in the afternoon, for the purpose 


of assenting in Her Majesty’s name to certain Bills passed by the Senate and House 
of Commons. 


The House was adjourned during pleasure. 


After some time the House was resymed. 


His Excellency the Right Honorable Sir Frederick Temple, Earl of Dufferin, 
Viscount and Baron Olandeboye, of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the Peerage of 
the United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye, of Ballyleidy and Killeleagh, in 
the County Down, in the Peerage of {reland, and a Baronet, Knight of the Most 
Illustrious Order of Saint Patrick, Knight Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished 
Order of Saint Michael and Saint George, and Knight Commander of the Most 
Honorable Order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, and Vice-Admiral of the 
same, &c., &c., &., being seated in the Chair on the Throne, 


The Honorabie the Speaker commanded the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod 
to proceed to the House of Commons and acquaint that House—“ It is His Excel- 
lenoy’s pleasure they attend him immediately in this Mouse,” 


art being come with their Speaker, 
N: 
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The Clerk of the Crown in Chancery read the titles of the Bills to be passed 
severally, as follow:— 


An Act to reduce the Capital Stock of the Merchants’ Bank of Canada. 

An Act to incorporate the “ Société de Construction Mutuelle’ under the name cf 
the “ Société de prêts et placements de Québec,” and for other y-urpdses. 

An Act to revive and amond the Act incorporating the Montreal and Champlain 
Junction R‘ilway. 

An Act to exiend to the Province of Prince Edward Island “ the Railway Act 
1868,” and certain Acts amending the same. 

An Act to amend and consolidate, as amended, the several Acts relating to the 
Quebec Fire Assurance Company. 

An Act respecting the Bunk of Liverpool. 

An Act to incorporate The Ontario Mutual Life Association Company. 

An Act to authorize and contirm the scheme of arrangemont of the Canada 
Southern Railway Company. 

An Act to authorize the National Insurance Company to reduce its Capital 
Stock and for other purposes. 

An Act rospecting the Northern Railway Company of Canada, 

An Act respecting the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Cunada. 

An Act to amend “ The Post Office Act, 1875.” 

An Act to amend the Act incorporating the Sydenham Harbour Company. 

An Act respecting the Maritime Court of Ontario. 

An Act to incorporate Tho Regular Baptist Foreign Missionary Society of Onturi 
and Quebec. ! 

An Act respecting the Montreal and City of Ottawa Junction Railway Company. 


To these Bills the Royul Assent was pronounce! by the Clerk of this House, 
in the words following :— 

“In Her Majesty’s name, His Excollency the Gove:nor General duth assent to 
these Bills.” 


Tho House of Commons having withdrawn, 


His Excelleney the Governor General was pleasod to retire. 


The Honorable Mr. Read moved, seconde by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 

Thatan humble Address be presented to His Excolloncy the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cange to bo laid bofore this House, 
a detaile: statemont of misrcellancous payments amounting to §218,553.06 as found 
in Mr. Sandford Fleming's Second Report on the Canadian Pucific Railway on page 
383. 

Tho question of concurrence being put thoreon, the same was resolvod in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, ‘That the said Address bo prosented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Aikins moved, soconded by the Honorable Mr. Simpsen, 

That when this House adjourns on Thursday next, it do stand adjourned to 
Tuesday, the 23rd day of April, instant. 

The question of concurronco being put thereon, tho samo was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly. 


The House, according to Ord >r, resumed the adjourned Debate on the Honorable 
Mr. Campbell’s motion :—To Reso've,—That tho Mossages of His Excellency the Gov- 
ernor General of the 26th March and 8th April, be now read, and that it be resolved that 
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the course adopted by the Lieutenant Governor of the Province of Quebec towards his 
late Ministry was at variance with the constitutional principles upon which Responsible 
Government should be conducted: 

After further Debate, 

The Honorable Mr. Haythorne moved in amondment, seconded by the Honorable 
Mr. McClelan (Hopewell), 

That all tho words after “To Resolve” be struck ont and the following substi- 
tuted: “that, under the rule of our Constitution, the Federal Government, and the 
“ Provincial Governments, each in their own sphore enjoy rosponsible Government 

“ equally, separately and independently; therefore, undor existing circumstances, 
“this House deems it inexpedient to offer any opinion on the recent action of the 
“ Lieutenant Governor of the Provinco of Quebec, or of his late Ministers.” 

The question of concurrence being put thereon: the House divided ; and the 

names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— he. 
Ji 
ConTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Baillargeon, Cormier, Lewin, Power, soul 

Brown, Grant, McClelan ( Hopewell), Pozer, 

Bureau, Haythorne, Mc Master, Reesor, - 

Chafers, Hope, Pdquet, Scott, à 

Christie (Speaker), Leonard, Pelletier, Wark.—21. ina 
Nox-ConTENTs : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Chinic, Guévremont, Montgomer y, 
Alexander, ' Cornwall, Hamilton (Kingston), Muirhead, \ \ 0". 
Allan, Dever, Haviland, Northup, 06 -\ 
Armand, Dickey, Kaulbach, Oitell, L'un 4 
Bellerose, Dickson, McLelan (Lon'nd'ry), Read, te 
Benson, Dumouchel, Macdonald( Victoria), Skead, und 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macfarlane, Trudel, 

Campbell, Girard, Macpherson, Vidal, 

Carrau, Glasier, Miller, Wilmot.—31 

Chapais, 


So it passed in the negative. 


The question being then put on the original motion: the House divided ; and the 
names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— ety 


ConTENTS : Une a 

The Honorable Mossieurs Ve 
Aikins, Chinic, .  Guévremont, Montgomery, dh 
Alexander Cornwall, Hamilton (Kingston), Muirhead, 
Allan, Dever, Haviland, Nort huns ov 
Armand, Dickey, Kaulbach, Dde oilT 
Bellerose, Dickson, McLelan (Londonderry), ‘À Read.' ay 
Bengon, Dumouchel, Macdonald( Victoria), 7 ‘Stead. Nr 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macfarlane, | Trudel, si 
Campbell, Girard, Macpherson, Vidal, 


all, Glasier, Miller, _ Wilmot. gr. 


Ca 
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Non-CoNTENTS : 

The Honorable Messieurs 
Baillargeon, Cormier, Lewin, Power, 
Brown, Grant, McClelan (Hopewell), Pozer, 
Bureau, Haythorne, McMaster, Reesor, 
Chaffers, Hope, Pdquet, Scott, 
Christie (Speaker), Levnard, Pelletier, Wark.—20. 


So it was resolved in the affirmative. 


The Order of the Day being read for the third reading of the Bill intitaled : ‘ An 
“Act to provide that persons charged with common assault shall be competont as 
‘¢ Witnesses,” 

The Honorable Mr. Pelletier moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 

That the said Bill be now read s third time. 

The Honorable Mr. Dickey moved in amendment, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Haviland, 

To leave ont all the words after “ Bill” and insert “ amended as follows :— 

‘* Puye 1, line 7.—Leave out from ‘ behalf’ to ‘Where’ in line 10.” 

The question of concurrence being put thereon: the House divided; and the 
names being called for, they were taken down as tollow :— 


CONTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Armand, Campbell, Dickey, Macpherson, 

Bellerose, Carrall, Ferrier, Read 

Benson, Chapais, Girard, Trudel, 

Botsford, Chinic, Haviland, Wilmot.—19. 

Bourinot, Cornwall, . Macdonald( Victoria), 
Non-CoNTENTs: 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aiking, Dumouchel, Mc Lelan (Londonderry), Power, 
Allan, a Haythorne, McMoster, Poser, 
Brown, Hope, Macfarlane, Reesor, 
Chafers, Kaulbach, Miller, Scott, 
Christie (Speaker), J.eonaril, Muirhead, Simpson, 
Cormier, Lewin, Pdquet, Vi 

Dever, McClelan ( Hopewell), Pelletier, Wark.—29. 
Dickson, 


So it passed in the negative. 

The question being then put on the original motion, the same was resolved in 
the uffirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

Tt was resolved in the affirmative. | 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that Houce that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendmet. 
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Parsuant fo the Order of the Day the Bill intituled : “An Act to grant relief to 
“the Canada Agricultural Insurance Company ” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Bellerose, soconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Armand, it was 

Ordered, That tho said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Wilmot, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 


Bellerose, 
The House adjourned. 





Wednesday, 17th April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honoratl; Messieurs 


Atkins. Cormier, Howlan, Paquet, 
Alexander, Cornwall, Kaulbach, Pelietier, 
Alan, Dever, Leonard, Penny, 
Armand, Dickey, Lewin, Pover, 
Baillargeon, Dickson, McClelan, Pozer, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, Mc Donald, Read, 
Benson, Fabre, Mc Lelan, Reesor, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Me Muster, Scott, 
Bourinot, Girard, Macdonald, Simpson, 
Brown, Glasier, Macfarlane, Skead, 
Bureau, Grant, Macpherson, Sutherland, 
Campbell, Guévremont, Miller, Trudel, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Montgomery, . Vidal, 
Chaffers, Haviland, Muirhead, Wark, 
Chapais, Haythorne, Northup, Wilmot. 
Chinic, Hope, Odell, 

PRAYERS : 


The Honorable Mr. Macpherson moved, seconded by the Honorablo Mr. Mc Zelan 
(Londonderry), 

That an humble Address bo presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excelloncy will bo pleasod to cause to be laid before this House, 
copies of all tenders receive! by the Government or any Department thoreof, for the 
transport during the Season of 1878 of Steol Rails and fastenings, from Kingston to 
Duluth or to Winnipeg or othor places on the Red River. | 

The question of concurronce being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 


affirmative, and it was 
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Ord red, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency-the Governor 
Gencral by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Socretary of State, informed the House that he and 
those Members of the Senate and House of Commons who are also Mombers of the 
Queen's Privy Council for Canada, did yesterday, wait on His Excellency the Governor 
General with the Joint Address of the Serato aud House of Commons expressing their 
deep feeling of regret at His Excoliency’s approaching departuro from Canada, and 
that His Excellency was pleased to make tho following most gracious reply :— 


Honorab'e Gentlemen : 


It is difficult for mo to find befitting words in which to thank you for tho signal 
and unprecedented honour which has been conferred upon me by this Joint Address 
from your two Ifouses. 

Regarding as [ do tho utterances of Parliament as the most august and authori- 
tative expression of the popular sentiment, it affords me unmeasured satisfaction to be 
thus assured of the confklenco and esteem of the inhabitants of the Dominion. 

To win the good will of a nation is the greatost achievement open to human 
ambition, and to learn from you that I hold a place in the affoctions of the people of 
Canada is alike the highest triumph and tho greatest pleasure [ am ever likely to 


y. 

‘It would not becomo mo to inquire how far this result is to be attributed rather 
to your own generosity than to any oxortions upon my part. [tis a happy principle 
rooted in the nature of Englishmen of all estates to content themselves with the 
simple discharge of those dutics which lie to their hand, without considering too 
curiously to what degreo their conduct may influence the personal estimation in 
which they are held by others, and their reward, when it arrives, is often as great 
a surprise as it is a satisfaction. Al] that I can say is that, from the moment I came 
amongst you, I have had but ono thought—the desire to render faith{ul service to 
our Queen, to the Empire, and to Canada. 

if there are no pesitive advantagos to which I can point as having resulted from 
my administration, there is one boast [ can fuirly make. No act or wurd of mine has 
had a tendency to damp your personal devotion to the Crown, to discourage your 
attachment to the Empire, or to discrodit the system of Constitutional Government 
under which you live. 

I found you a loyal people, and I leave you tho trucst-hoarted subjects in Her 
Majesty’s Dominions. I found you proud of your descent and anxious to maintain 
your connection with the Mother Country ; I leavo you more convinced than ever 
of the soiicitude of Great Britain to reciprocate your affection, of her dependence 
on your fidelity in every emergency. I found you men of various nationalities—of 
English, French, Irish, Scotch and German descent, working out the problems of 
Constitutional Government with admirable succo3s ; [ leave you with even a deeper 
conviction in your minds that the due application of the principles of Parliamentary 
(rovernment is eapable of resolving evory political difficulty, and of controlling the 
gravest Ministerial Crises, to the satisfaction of the people at large, and of their leaders 
and representatives of overy shade of opinion. 

When I resign thu temporary Vice-royalty with which I have beon invested 
into the hands of my Sovereign, I sKall bo able to assure her that not a lenf has fallen 

from her Maple Chaplet, that the lustro of no jewel in hor transatlantic diadem has 
been dimmed 

‘Thanks to the opportunities afforded me by tho liborality of Parliament, I have 
been enabled to traverso the fertile regions of your North West, to appreciate your 
inexhaustible resources, and to scan the vast expanse of your territorios from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific. Tho Speechos to which you refor in such flattering torms 
havo been but the natural, the irresistible exclamations evoked by the sights I have 

reld. 
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Closely associated with me in the discharge of all my duties, has been tho Lady 
to whom your Address rofors in so kind a manner. Moving amid a society, where- 
the proverbial gallantry of Frenchmen combines with English and Celtic chivalry 
to croalo in evory Canadian home an atmosphere of purity and refinement; she 
naturally regards tho six years she hus passed amongst you as one of the happiest. 
periods of her life, and I am commissioned to convey to you her warmest thanks for 
the good wishes you have expressed in her regard. . 

In conclusion allow me to assure you that I shall esteem it one of tho greatest 
privileges of my future life to watch the progressive development of your prospority, 
to advocate your interests in the British Parliament, and to contirm our fellow- 
countrymen at home in their conviction of tho high degree to which Canada is 
destined to vontribute to the welfaro, the strength, and the renown of the British 
Empire. 

Ordered, That the said Joint Addross to His Excollency the Governor General, . 
together with His Excollency’s reply thereto, be printed in both languages for the- 
use of Members. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“An Act respecting tho offices of Roceivor Gencral and Attorney General of Canada," 

Tho Honorable Mr. Scott moved, sevonded by the Hor.orable Mr. Pelletier, 

That the said Bill be now read a sccond time. 

The Honorable Mr. Wilnwt movod, in amendment, seconded by the Honorable- 
Mr. Miller, 

To leave out the word “now” and after “time” to insert “this day threo- 
months.” 

Tho question being put theroon ; tho House divided: and the names boing callod 
for, they wero taken down as follow :— 


CONTENTS: 


The Ilonorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Chinic, Hamilton (Kingston), Miller, 


Alexander, Cornmeal, Haviland, Montgomery, 
Allan, Dever, Howlan, Muirhead, 
Bellerose, Dickey, Kaulbach, Odell, 
Botsford, Dickson, MeLelan (Londonderry), Read, 
Bourinot, Dumouchel, Macdonald ( Victoria) Sutherland. 
Campbell, Ferrier, Macfarlane, Trudel, . 
Carrall, Girard, Macpherson, Wilmot,—34. 
Chapais, Guécremont, | 


Non-CoNTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Ballargeon, Fabre, Mc Master, Pozer, 
Brown, Haythorne, Paquet, Reesor, 
Bureau, Hope, Pelletier, Scott, 
Chafers, Leonard, Penny, Vidal, 
Christie (Speaker), Lewin, Power, Wark.—22. 
Ccrmier, McClelun (Hopewell), 


So it was resolved in the affirmative. 
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Thursday, 18th April, 1878. 


‘The Members convened wero 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker, 


The Honorable Messieurs P 
Atkins, Cornwall, Leonard, Pelletier. 
Alexander, Dever, Lewin, Penny, 
Allan, Dickey, McClelan, Power, 
Armand, Dickson, Mc Donald, Pozer, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, Me Lelan, Read, 
Bellervse, Fabre, Mc Master, Reesor, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macdonald, Scott, 
Bourinot, Girard, Marfarlane, Simpson, 
Brown, Glasier, Macpherson, Skead, 
Bureau, Guévremont, Miller, Smith, 
Campbell, Hamilton (Kingston), Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Carrali, Haviland, Muirhead, Trudel, 
Chaffers, Haythorne, Northup, Vidal, 
Chapais, Hope, Odell, Wark, 
Chinic, FHowlan, Pdquet, Wilmot. 
Cormier, Kaulbach. 


PRAYERS : 


The Honorablo Mr. Dickey, from the Committee on Banking, Commerce and 
Railways, to whom was referred tho Bill intituled : “An Act to grant relief to the 
‘Canada Agricultaral Insurance Company,” reportod that they had gone through 
the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same to the House without any 
amendment. 

On motion of tho Honorable Mr, Bellerose, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Armand, it was 

Ordered, That tho said Bill be now read a third timo, 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Sonate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. 


The Honorable Mr. Dickey, from the Committee on Banking, Commerce and 
Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “ An Act to grant certain powers 
“to the Agricultural Mutual Assurance Association of Canada, and to change its name," 
reported that they had gone through the said Bill, and had directed him to report 
the same with several amendments, which he was ready to submit whenever the House 
would be pleased to receive them. 

Ordered, That the Report be now roceived, and 

The said amendments were then read by the Clerk, as follow :—- 

Page 6, lino 24 —Leave out “ debentures or.” 





41 Victoria. 18th APRIL. 205 





Page 6, line 26.— Leave out from “such” to “ promissory ” in line 27. 

Page 6, line 32.—Leavo out “ debentures or.” 

Page 6, line 33.—Attor “dollars” insert ‘or be made payable to bearer.” 

Page 6, line 34.—Leave out “ debentures and.” | 

The said amendments being read a second time, and the question of concurrence 
pat?on each, they were severally agreed to. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorablo Mr. Dickey, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, bo read a third time presently. 

The said Bill, as amended, was then roud à third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill, as amendod, shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do so down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passe this Bill with several amendments, to which they 
desire their concurrence. 


The Order of the Day being rend for the second reading of the Bill intituled 
‘An Act to amend the Law respecting Deck Loads,” 

The Honorable Mr. Pelletier moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 

That the said Bill be now read a second time. 

The question of concurrence being put. thereon, the same was resolvel in tho 
affirmative, and 

Theo said Bill was then read a second time accordingly. 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, secondod by the Honorable Mr. 
Scott, it was 

Ordered, That the Forty-second Rule of this House be dispensed with in so far as 
it relates to the said Bill, and that the same be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in tho affirmative. * 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. | _ 


The House resumod the adjourned Dobate on the Honorable Mr. Read's motion 
—To Resolve, That this House regrets that the mode adopted by the Government in 
relation to the construction of the Pacific Railway involves the expenditure of 
enormous sums of public money without any corresponding beneficial results. 

After Debate, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Haythorne, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Hiuwlan, it was 

Ordered, That farther Debate on the said motion bo postponed until Tuesday noxt. 


& Then, un motion of tho Honorable Mr. Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
€ad, ; 
The House adjournod until Tuesday next at three o'clock in the afternoon. 
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Tuesday, 28rd April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speakor. 


The Ilonorable Messicurs 


Alexander, Cornieall, Howlan, Paquet, 
Allan, Dever, Kaulbach, Pelletier, 
Armand, Dickey, Leonard, Penny, 
Baillargeon, Dickson, MeCletan, - Power, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, Mc Donald, Fozer, 
Botsford, Fabre, McLelan, Reesor, 
Bourinot, Ferguson, Macdonald, Scott, 
Bureau, Ferrier, Ma-farlane, Skead, 
Campbell, Girard, Macpherson, Sutherland, 
Carrall, Glasier, Miller, Trudel, 
Chafers, Hamilton (Kingston), Montgomery, Vidal, 
Chapais, Haviland, Muirhead, Wark, 
Chinic, Haythorne, , Odell, Wilmot. 
Cormier, Hope, . 

PRAYERS : 


Tho House was adjourned during pleasure. 
Aftor some time the House was resumed. 


The Order of the Day being read for the socond reading of the Bill intituled: 
‘An Act torepeal Soction twenty-throe of ‘The Merchant Shipping Act, 1876,’ as 
“to Ships in Canadian Waters,” 

The Honorable Mr. Pelletier moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 

That the said Bill be now read a second time. 

The question of concurreñce being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

The said Bill was thon read a second time accordingly. 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr 
Scott, it was , 

Ordered, That the Forty-first Rule of this House bo dispensod with in so far as it 
rolates to the said Bill, and that the same be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

‘Lhe question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
louse that the Sonate havo passed this Bill, without any amendment. 


The Order of tho Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled: 
‘“ An Act respecting the Duty on Malt,” 
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The Honorable Mr. Pelletier moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 

That the said Bill be now read a second time. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved ‘in the 
affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then real a second time accordingly. 

Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Scott, it was 

Ordered, That tho Forty-first Rule of this louse be dispensed with in so far as it 
relates to the said Bill, and that the samo be read a third time prosently. 

The said Bill was then read s third time accordingly. 

Tho question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in tho affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senato havo passod this Bill, without any amendment. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled : “An Act to provide for the 
“ creation and registration of Homestead Exemption Estates in tho ‘Territories of 
“ Canada,” was read a second time. | 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorablo Mr. Pelletier, 
it waa | 

Ordered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committee of the Wholo House 
to-morrow. , 


‘Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: “An Act to amond Section 
“ Sixty-eight of The Penitentiary Act of 1875,” waa read a second time. 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 
Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time to-morrow. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: ‘An Act to amend The 
“ Canadian Pacific Railway Act, 1874,” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by tho Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committec of the Whole House 
to-morrow. \ 


The Order of the Day being read for the socond reading of the Bill intituled : 
“ An Act to provide for the better Auditing of the Public Accounts,” . 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a 
Bill intituled : “An Act respecting persons imprisoned in default of giving sureties 
to keep the peace,” to which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk, in the 
following words :— 


House or Commons, 
Ottawa, 20th April, 1878. 
Resolved, That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint their Honors that 
this House disagrees to their amendment to the Bill (No. 46) : “An Act to amend 
“an Act respecting conflicting claims to lands of occupants in Manitoba,’ for the 
following reasons :— 
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Ist. That the proposed amendment is at variance with the goneral scope and 
title of tho Act respecting conflicting claims to lands in Manitoba, under which the 
-question whether any person has a claim against the Crown is not referred to the 
‘Commissioners, but only the cases of persons who had acquired some estate or interest 
in land from the Hudson's Bay Company, or the cases of adverse or conflicting claims 
between persons under sub-sections three and four of section thirty-two of the Manitoba 
Act, and in respect of which it has been previously established to the satisfaction of 
the Minister charged with the administration of Dominion Jands, that there has 
been undisturbed occapancy of the same. The question whether any person has a 
‘claim against the Crown is, and should be, determined by the Minister prior to any 
reference to the Commissioners. 

2nd. That the machinery provided by the Dominion Lands Act enables the 
Minister in charge to make tho necessary invostigation in the cases provided for by 
the amendment more expeditiously, efficiently and cheaply than can be done under 
this amendment, should it become law. 

£rd. That the amendment would provent the Minister from deciding adversely 
to the claimant without first making a*reference to the Commissioners, although the 
evidence accompanying the application may conclusively show that. the person 
asking for a patent hos no valid claim. 

4th. That the amendment would injuriously impede tho administration of 
Dominion Lands m Manitoba, and delay the allotment of somo of the Half-breed 
reservations. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of the House do carry the said Message to the Sonate. 


. Attest. 
ALFRED PATRIOK, 
Clerk of the Commons. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelleticr, 

That the Mossage from the House of Commons disagreeing to the amendment of 
tho Senate to the Bill intituled : ‘ An Act to amend an Act respecting conflicting 
“ claims to lands of occupants in Manitoba,” bo taken into consideration by this 
House on Friday next. 

The question of concurrence boing put thereon, the same was resolved in tho 
affirmative. 


The House rosumed the adjourned Debate on the Honorable Mr. Read's motion 
—To Resolve, That this Houso regrets that the mode adupted by the Government in 
relation to the construction of tho Pacific Railway involves the expenditure of 
enormons sums of public money without any corresponding beneficial results. 

After Debate, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by tho ITonorablo Mr. Dickey, 
it was 

Ordered, That further Debate on the said motion be postponed until to-morrow. 


Then, on motion of the Honorablo Mr. Montgomery, seconded by tho Honvrable 
Mr. Dickey, , 
The House adjourned. 
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Wednesday, 24th April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. | 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cormier, Hope, Pelletier; 
Alexander, Cornwall, . _ Howlan, Penny, 
Allan, Dever, Kaulbach, - Power, 
Armand, Dickey, Leonard, Pozer, 
Baillargeon, Dickson, McClelan, Read, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, McDonald, Reesor, 
Benson, Fabre, ; McLelan, . Ryan, 
Botsford, Ferguson, Mc Master, Scott, 
Bourinot, Ferrier, : Macdonald, Seymour, 
Bureau, Flint, ‘ Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Campbell, . Girard, Macpherson, Skead, 
Carrall, Glasier, Miller, Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Guévremont, Montg ) Trudel, 
Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Muirhead, Vidal, 
Chinic, Haviland, Odell, Wark, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Paquet, Wilmot, 
PRAYERS : 


The following Petition was brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Girard,—Of Ferdinand Macculloch, and others, of the Oity 
of Montreal. . 

À Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: “An Aot to make provision for the winding up of Insolvent incorporated 
4 Fire or Marine Insurance Companies,” to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scett, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 

- À Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: “An Act further securing the Independence of Parliament,” to which they 
desire the concurrence ot this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pellet 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 

o . 
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Ist. That the proposed amendment is at variance with the goneral scope and 
title of the Act respecting conflicting claims to lands in Manitoba, under which the 
-question whether any person has a claim against the Crown is not referred to the 
‘Commissioners, but only the cases of persons who had acquired some estate or interest 
in land from the Hudson’s Bay Company, or the cases of adverse or conflicting claims 
between persons under sub-sections three and four of section thirty-two of the Manitoba 
Act, and in respect of which it has been previously established to tho satisfaction of 
the Minister charged with the administration of Dominion Jands, that there has 
been undisturbed occupancy of the same. The question whether any person has a 
‘claim against the Crown is, and should be, determined by the Minister prior to any 
reference to the Commissioners. 

2nd. That the machinery provided by the Dominion Lands Act enables the 
Minister in charge to make tho necessary investigation in the cases provided for by 
the amendment moro expeditiously, efficiently and cheaply than can be dono under 
this amendment, should it become law. 

2rd. That tho amendment would provent the Minister from deciding adversely 
to the claimant without first making a'reference to the Commissioners, although the 
evidence accompanying the application may conclusively show that-the person 
asking for a patent has no valid claim. 

4th. That the amendment would injuriously impede tho administration of 
Dominion Lands m Manitoba, and delay the allotment of somo of the Half-brecd 
reservations, 

Ordered, That the Clerk of the House do carry the said Message to the Sonate. 


Attest. 
ALFRED PATRIOK, 
Clerk of the Commons. 


Tho Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorablo Mr. Pelletier, 

That the Mossage from the House of Commons disngreeing to the amendment of 
tho Senate to the Bill intituled : ‘ An Act to amend an Act respecting conflicting 
<< claims to lands of occupants in Manitoba,” bo taken into consideration by this 
House on Friday next. 

The question of concurrence boing put thereon, the same was resolved in tho 
affirmative. 


The House rosumed the adjourned Debate on the Honorable Mr. Read's motion 
—To Resolve, That this House regrots that the mode adupted by the Government in 
relation to the construction of the Pacific Railway involves the expenditure of 
enormous sums of public money without any corresponding beneficial results. 

After Debate, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Miller, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, 
it was 

Ordered, That further Debate on the said motion be postponed until to-morrow. 


Then, on motion of the Honorablo Mr. Montgomery, seconded by tho Honoranle 
Mr. Dickey, . 
The House adjourned. 
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Wednesday, 24th April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. } 
The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cormier, Hope, Pelletier, 


Alexander, Cornwall, . Howlan, Penny, 
Allan, Dever, Kaulbach, : Power, 
Armand, Dickey, Leonard, Pozer, 
Baillargeon, Dickson, McClelan, Read, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, McDonald, Reesor, 
Benson, Fabre, , McLelan, : Ryan, 
Botsford, Ferguson, Mc Master, Scott, 
Bourinot, Ferrier, : Macdonald, Seymour, 
Bureau, Flint, ‘ Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Campbell, |. Girard, Macpherson, Skead, 
Carrall, Glasier, Miller, Sutherland, 
Chafers, Guévremont, Montgomery, Trudel, 
Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Muirhead, Vidal, 
nic, Haviland, Odell, Wark, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Pdquet, Wilmot, 
PRAYERS : 


The following Petition was brought up and laid on the Table :— 


By the Honorable Mr. Girard,—Of Ferdinand Macculloch, and others, of the Oity 
of Montreal. | 

À Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: “An Act to make provision for the winding up of Insolvent incorporated 
“Fire or Marine Insurance Companies,” to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scett, seconded by the Henorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 

- À Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: “An Act further securing the Independence of Parliament,” to which they 
desire the concurrence ot this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pellet 
it was 
Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 
0 . 
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brought from the Houso of Commons by their Clerk to return 
An Act to grant certain powere to the Agricultural Mutual 
tion of Canada, and to change its name,” and to acquaint this 
ive agreed to the amendments made by the Senate to this Bill, 
sont. 


Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to tho House a Return 
8 Excellency the Governor General, dated the 13th February, 
Excellency to cause to be laid before this House, copies of all 
lings relating to the questions decided by the award rendered at 
bject of the indemnity of five million five hundred thousand 
seaty of Washington, particularly the twenty second and twenty- 
. Treaty, and all copies of all letters and despatches between Her 
atand those of the United States of America and ef Canada on the 
1e rendering of the award. 


Mr. Simpson, from the Joint Committee of the Senate and House 
nting of Parliament, presented their Sixth Report. 
t be received, and the samo was then read by the Clerk, as 


Commitrer Room, 
23rd April, 1878. 


itteo of both Houses on thé Printing of Parliament beg leave to 
as thoir Sixth Report:— 


carefully examined the following documents, and recommend 
vizi— 

—Shewing the names, ages and denominations of all persons in 
ærcolonial Railway of the 31st March, 1876, &c. 

‘s,—Shewing amounts of six lowest tenders for Sections 4, 5, 6, 
Lachine Canal, with names of tenderers, tc. 

3,—Relating to the creation of tho office of Harbor Master at 
the appointment of Charles H. Carter to such office. 

—Detailed statement of the expenses during the years 1874, 
vertising on behalf of the Government in the public journals of 


Nementary Return to Order,—For all Quantities of Iron purchased 
rtments of the Government for other than Railway purpose, 
d, and prices paid 

—Giving in detail the amount of ammunition furnished during 
and 1877, to tho Active Volunteer Battalions and Companies of 


also recommend that.the following documents be not printed, 


—Statement which of the Bridges and Culverts of the Interco- 
ven Pictou and Halifax received extensive repairs or were 
1876. 

—Expenditure for repairs and additions incurred by the Inter- 
artment on the Tupper House, Halifax. 

,—Shewing what sales were made of Timber on Indian Lands 
of Lake Huron, or on the Islands in the Georgian Bay, since lat 


d Orders,—As have been made by the Judges of the Supreme 
is since last Session of Parliament. 
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Supreme Court of Canada,—James Somerville, et al., Appellants, and the Hon. R. 
Laflamme, Respondent. 

Special Reports,—On the condition of the Fish-breeding establishment, Miramichi, 
New Brunswick. | 

Return to Addiress,—Correspondence between the Dominion and Imperial Govern 
ments in reference to a site for building a Quarantine Hospital at Sydney, C.B. 

Return to Order,—Statement shewing the number of Tots south of the Assiniboine 
River. in the Parish of Poplar Point, in Manitoba, for which Patents have been 
issued. 

Return to Order,—Statoment in detail of all moneys paid or obligations incurred, 
to Ist January last, in connection with the Paris Exhibition. | 

Return to Order, —Correspondence in connection with the chang. of contractorg 
for the enlarging of St. Peter's Canal, and showing what funds are still in the hands of 
the Government belonging to Mr. Tuck, the original contractor. | 

Return to Address (Senate),—Tenders received for the leasing the exclusive right 
of Salmon fishing and netting on the Fraser River, B.C. 

Return to Address,—Relating to amounts claimed by Mossrs. Carpenter on account 
of their contract for operating the Government Road, known as the Dawson Route. 

Return to Order,-—Copy of the Government Engineer's Report on Victoria Harbor 
and Breakwater at Wolfe Island tos 

Return to Order,—Copy of Survey and Report made by Henry F. Perley, Esq., 
Engineer, in 1874, relating to Cascumpec Harbor, P.E.I. 

Return to Order,—Correspondence in relation to the St. JuAn’s Bridgo, on River 
Richelieu. | 

Return to Order,—Correspondence relating to the removal of Mr. Angus Ross, 
lighthouse Keeper of Bird sland Light, County of Victoria, 4.8: 

Return to Address,—Correspondence between the Government and John Giblin, 
relative to the lease of the house occupied as the Cullers’ office at Quebec. | 

Return to Address; —Shewing the number, if any, of Cadets annually nominated 
to the Royal Navy, by the several Colonies of the Empire, &c. 

Return to Address,—Copy of Order in Council regulating and determining the 
rights, powers and dutics imposed on the Harbor Master of the Port of Collingwood. 

Return to Order, —Accounts and Vouchers shewing expenses incurred in running 
the steamer ‘ Northern Light ” between Georgetown and Pictou, to date. 

Return to Address,—Correspondence connected with a lease from the Government 
of Nova Scotia, and from the Dominion Government, to Hon. Alex. McFarlane, of 
certain mud flats in the Counties of Colchester and Cumberland. 

urn to Address,—Correspondence in relation to certain rate payers of *he 
Parish of St. Athanase, in the County of Iberville, who have suffered loss by floods. 

Return to Address;—To obtain from the City and District Savings Bank, of Mon- 
treal, certain statements from 1 to 8, relating to said Bank. . 

Return to Order,— Accounts for payment for printing as entered in the Public 
Accounts for 1873-4, as made out of the Contingencies of the Department of Justice, 
to I. B. Taylor and J. G. Moylan. 

All which is respectfally submitted. 


J. SIMPSON, 
Chairman. 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Aïkins, 
it Was 


Ordered, That the said Report be taken into consideration by this House on 
Friday next. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: ‘“ An Act to amend Section 
“ sixt eight of the Penitentiary Act of 1875,” was read a third time. 
he question was put whether this Bill shall pass? 
It was resolved in the affirmative. 
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Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 


that House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. 


Committee of the Whole on the Bill iatitul 


The Housé, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure, and put intos 
: “ An Act to provide for the creation 


“and registration of Homestead Exemption Estates in the Territories of Canada.” 


they had gone through the said Bi 


In the Committee. 


After some time the House was resumed, and 
Tho Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the said Committee, reported that 
ill, and had directed him to report the same to the 


House without any amendment. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. P.lletier, 


vit was 


Ordered, That the said Bill be now read a third time. 

‘The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was then put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative: 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 


that House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. 


The Order of the Day being read for putting the House into a Committee of the 


Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act to amend The Canadian Pacific Railway Act, 
41874 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 


it was 


Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 
Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled : “An Act to provide for the 


“ better Auditing of the Public Accounts,” was read a second time. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 


it was 


Ordered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committee of the Whole House on 


Friday next. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled : “ An Act respecting pereous 


“ imprisoned in default of giving Sureties to keep the Peace,” was read a second time. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 


it was 


Ordered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committee of the Whole House 


to-morrow. 


The House resumed the adjourned Debate on the Honorable Mr. Read’s motion 


—To Resolve, That this House regrets that the mode adopted by the Government in 
relation to the construction of the Pacific Railway involves the expenditure of 
enormous sums of puilic money without any corresponding beneficial results, 


Mr. Bi 


it was 


After Debate, 5 A 
On motion of the. Honorable Mr. Read, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickson, 


Ordered, That further Debate on the said motion be postponed until to-morrow. 
Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Montgomeny, seconded by the Honorable 


'aillargeon, 
The House adjourned. 
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Thursday, 25th April, 1878. 
The Members convened were | 


‘The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cormier, Hope, Penny, 
Alexander, Cornwall, Howtan, Power, 
Allan, Dever, Kaulbach, Pozer, 

Dickey, Leonard, Read. 
Baillargeon, Dickson, McC lelan, Reesor, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, McLelan, Ryan, 
Benson, Fabre, McMaster, Scott, 
Botsford, Ferguson, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Bourinot, Ferrier, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Bureau, Fant, Macpherson, Skead, 
Campbell, Girard, Miller, Stevens, 
Carrall, Glasier, Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Guevremont, - Muirhead, LA 
Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Odell, Vidal, 
Chinic, Haviland, Pdquet, Wark, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Pelletier, Wilmot. 

PRAYERS : 


The Honorable Mr. Girard moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Read, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Goveinor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
the Report made to the Government by the Honorable A. Morris, Commissioner 
under the Act 38 Victoria, Chapter 53, on the putting into execution of that law 
and its operation in the Province of Manitoba. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was " 

Ordered, That the said Address be presentod to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Ha milton ( Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, Com- 
merce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled : ‘ An Act to authorize 
“the Stadacona Firo ind Life Insurance Company to reduce its Capital Stock, and 
for other purposes,” reported that they had gone through the said Bill, and had directed 
him to report the sume with several amendments, which he was ready to submit 
whenever the House woul:1 be pleased to receive them. | 

Ordered, That the Rens rt be now received, and 

The said amendinents were then read by the Clerk, as follow :— 

Page 2, line 2.—Lwuve out from “Company ” to the first ‘ the ” in line 10, and 
insert ‘ Shall, as heretutore, continue to be managed by nine Directors; and at the 
“next and each succeeding annual meeting held for the purpose of electing Directors 
“according to law, throe of such nine Directors shall be selected from amongst the 
“duly qualified Shareholders residing in Ontario.” 
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Page 2, line 14.—After “ thoreof” insert Clause A. 
Clause A. 


‘In further amendment of the fifteenth Section of the said Act, the hour forthe 
“ annual general mecting shall be one o’clock in the afternoon instedd of two o'clock, 
‘ and the ballot shali be open from ono to ‘four o'clock instoad of from two to three 
“ o’clock. ’ | 

Page 2, line 15.—Leave out “ number or. ” 

. Page 2, line.16.—Leave out ‘ by the three next foregoing sections ” and insert 

“ hereinbefore.” ‘ ’ 

Page 2, line 39.—Leave out from “1877” to the end of the Bill. 

The said amendments being read a secou time, and the question of concurrence 
put on each, they were soverally agree! to. 

On motion of the Honorablo Mr. Power, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Trudel, 
it was . 

Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill, as amended, was then read a third timo accordingly. 

The question was put, whether this Bill, as amended, shall pass? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Senate have passed this Bill with several amendments, to which 
they desire their concurrence. 


The Honorable Mr, Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking, 
Commerce and Railways, to whom was referred the Bill intituled: “ An Act respect- 
“jng the Ontario Express and Transportation Company,” reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same with soveral 
amendments, which he was ready to submit whenever the House would be pleased to 
receive them. 

Ordered, That the Report be now received, and 

The said amendments were then read by the Clerk, as follow :— 

Page 2, line 37.—After “stock” insert “and the majority of whom shall be 
“British Subjects, resident in Canada.” | | 

Page 3, line 6.—Leave out from “ insurance” to the first “the” inline 16. 

Page 3, line 17.—Leave out ‘“advances.” 

Page 3, line 19.—Leave out “ advances” and insert “ freight.” 

Page 3, line 28.—Leave out from “ parties ” to “In” in line 39. 

Page 5, line 31.—After “ thereon” insert “ into some chartered bank in Canada.” 

The said amendments being read a second time, and the question of concurrence 
put on each, they were severally agrecd to. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Hope, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill, as amended, was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this. Bill, as amended, shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill with several amendments, to which they 
desire their concurrence. _ 

Pursuant to the Order ef the Day, the Bill intituled : ‘ An Act to make provision 
“for the winding up of Insolvent incorporated Fire or Marine Insurance Companies, 
was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 








i 
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Ordered, That the said Bill be committed to a ‘Committee of the Whole House 
to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for the sevond reading of the Bill intituled: 
“ An Act further securing the Independence of Parliament,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was | | 
Wx; Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


=" The House, according té Order, was adjourned during pleasure, and put into a 
Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act to amend ‘The Canadian 
“ Pacific Railway Act, 1874.’” 


i 


In the Committee. 


Title read and postponed. 

Preamble read and postponed. 

The first clause being read, it was moved to amend the same as follows :— 

Page 1, line 23.— After “the” insert “Senate and ” and leave out from “Com- 
“mons ’ to “ and,” in line 24, and insert “ for one month without being disapproved 
‘“ by either. House unless sooner approved by resolution of both Houses.” 

Page 1, line 25.—Leave out “ arrangement” and insert “arrangements.” 

Page 1, line ult.—After “thereat” insert ‘ as aforesaid.” 

' And the Contents and Non-Contents being called for, they were taken down as 

follow :— 


ConTENTS, 32. 
NoN-coNTENTS, 21. 


The Title read and agreed to. 
The Preamble read and agreed to. 





After some time the House was resumed, and 

The Honorable Mr. Wilmot, from the said Committeo, reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill and had directed him to report the samo to the House, 
with several amendments. | 

Ordered; That the said amendments be now received. 

And the said amendments being again read, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That {he Report of the Committee of tho Whole be taken into consider- 
ation by the House to-morrow. 7 


The Honse, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure, and put intoa 
Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled : “ An Act respecting persons imprisoned 
“im default of giving sureties to keep the peace.” 


In the Committee 


After some time the House was resumed, and | 

The Hororable Mr. Botsford, from the said Committee, reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same to the House 
without any amendment. 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 
‘Ordered, That the said Bill be now read a third time. 
The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 
The question was then put whether this Bill shall pass ? 
It was resolved in the affirmative. , 
Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated 2nd April,.1878, pray- 
ing that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House all corres- 
pondence between any person or company and the Government, or the Superintendent 
of Railways, relating to shipment of grain or other articles, by way of the Inter- 
colonial Railway at Halifax, for Europe. — 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 21) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 14th March, 1878, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, : 
any correspondence that the Government may have respecting a Railway Bridge 
across the Falls at St. John, New Brunswick, 80 as to connect the Government work 
known as the Intercolonial Railway, with that of Western Extension at said Falls. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 119.) 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Æerrier, 


The House adjourned. 
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Friday, 26th April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cornwall, Howlan, Power, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, Pozer, 
Allan, Dickey, Leonard, Read, 
Armand, Dickson, McClelan, Reesor, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, Mc Lelan, Ryan, 
Bellerose, Fabre, Mc Master, Scott, 
Benson, Ferguson, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Bourinot, Flint, Macpherson, . Skead, 
Bureau, Girard, Miller, Stevens, 
Campbell, Glasier, Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Carrail, Guévremont, Muirhead, Trudel, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Kingston), Odell, Vidal, : 
Chapais, Haviland, Pdquet, Wark, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Pelletier, Wilmot. 
Cormier, Hope, Penny; 

PRAYERS: 


The Honorable Mr. Wark moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McClelan, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor Gen-- 
eral, praying that he will cause to be laid before this House, a Return showing the 
date or dates at which the Intercolonial Railway Commissioners contracted for 
the Rails for said Railway ; the quantity contracted for ; the dates at which they were 
delivered at ports in the Dominion; the cost per ton at such ports; the dates at 
which payments for the same were made, and the amounts of such payments 
respectively ; the dates at which the rails were laid; the quantity of rails landed at 
Dathousie; the cost of removing them thence to their place of destination; to whom. 
paid and the distance to which they were removed. 

Also a Return of the date or dates at which the Government contracted for 
the Rails for the Pacific Railway; the quantity contracted for; the dates at which 
they were delivered.at ports in the Dominion ; the cost per ton at such ports; the dates. 
atwhich payment for the same were made, and the amounts of such payments 
respectively; the cost of removing said rails from the port of original delivery to 
their destination, and the distance to which they were removed; the quantity of said 
rails alroady used; the dates at which they were laid; and the date at which the 
balance is expected to be used, and the place where used. 

Also a Return of the quantity of Rails shipped by J. Hawes & Co.; the date at 
which they were delivered at ports in the Dominion; the cost thereof at said ports,. 
and the date or dates at which the same were paid for, and the amount of such 
payments respectively. . | | 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by sach Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 
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The Honorable Mr. Simpson, from the Joint Committee of the Senate and House 
-of Commons, on the Printing of Parliament, presented their Seventh Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


CoMMITTEE Room, 
22nd April, 1878. 


The Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing of Purliament, beg leave to 
submit as their Seventh Report: . 

The Report of their Sub-Committee, appointed with the view of re-arranging the 
distribution of Public Printed Documents; which, with the lists annexed thereto, 
numbered from one to thirteen inclusive, they respectfully recommen 1 to the con- 
sideration of both Houses. | 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

J. SIMPSON, 
Chairman. 


CommitTEE Room, 23rd April, 1878. 


The Sub-Committee of the Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing of 
Parliament, appointed with the view of re-arranging the distribution of Public.Printed 
Documents, beg leave to report,— 


That they have carefully revised the old Lists of Distribution, and from them, 
gi certain alterations and additions, have prepared the annexed Lists, numbered as 

ollows : 

Ist. —England and Library Exchanges. 

2nd.—His Excellency the Governor General, and the Departments at the Seat of 

Government. 

3rd.—The Province of Ontario. 

4th.—The Province of Quebec. 

5th.—The Province of Nova Scotia. 

6th.—The Province of New Brunswick. 

%th.—The Province of British Columbia. 

8th.—The Province of Manitoba. 

9th.—The Province of Prince Edward Island. 

10th.—The North-West Territories. 

The distribution recommended in these Provinces, comprising their Honors 
the Lieutenant Governors, the Executive Councils, the Public Departments, 
the Members of the Legislatures, the Clerks of the same, the Legislative 
Libraries, the Judges, the Colleges, the Education Offices, and such other 
Public Institutions as have Libraries. 

11th.—The several Colonies, comprising the Lieutenant: Governors thereof. 

12th.—Summary of Distribution. 

13th.—The total number of Documents printed, and the edition of bound 

volumes and their distribution to the Members of Parliament, &c., in accord- 

ance with the foregoing lists. 

The Sub-Committee, in recommending the sending copies of the bound volumes 
of the Journals and Sessional Papers, to each of the Members of the Local Legisla- 
tures, the Legislative Librarios, their Officials and Public Departments, trust that, 
in like mannor, the Journals of the Local Legislatures will be sent to each Member 
of the Parliament of the Dominion, representing the respective Provinces, the Domin- 
ion Officials and Public Departments, and to the Library of Parliament, in exchange. 

The Sub-Committee would also recommend that, in the event of the admission of 
other Provinces into the Dominion, the Distribution, as above, be extended to such 
Provinces. 
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The Sub-Committee would also recommend that the copies of the Blue Books 
furnished to the several Departments on their requisition, be charged and paid for at 
the actual cost per copy. The charge for cancelled matter and corrections to be made 
and paid for as at present. , 

he Sub-Committeo would also recommend that the copy of the Votes and Pro- 
ceedings, of the House of Commons, be filed as in the Senate, each morning, by the 
Pages, and placed on each Member's desk ready for reference. 


G, W. ROSS, 
Chairman. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PARLIAMENTARY PRINTED MATTER. 


ue “um 


LIST No. 1. 





ENGLAND AND FOREIGN. Votes and Docts.| Bound Vols. 




















E. F E. F. 

House of Lords es soso seseeececcosee sessecceasvescoseeees on Pere | seseeeees 1 | sers . 
House of COMMONS... essence noce sors socesoessnsvos senc so soossosolosoocco ce 1 1... 
Colonial Office........sseccccsscccscscsccsnsccccsscccecscncescccsenee 1 | cures 1 presse 
Board Of Trado......cccccccccececccscerce soscevccscccsceccccccssees 1 1... | 1 1... e 
The British Museum...... Seccccteccscccescncens Seceees op ecesscees | soon ue 1 Lectessce 
The Foreign Offfce.........cccsccscccoscoscscccnsctsesstessesseesselesceesses [resssses 1 |... 
Canada Emigration Office......... t ecccccccccccsceescscereesenes L |... | a eerreree 
Sir John Rose ..........0e ececcccvsceccesccsces occcnccceccscccces | 1 | seveceees 1 |... 
Royal Colonial Institute.................. sonnneseeessose se n 1 | leoonee | 1 | see 

| | | 

The United States of America. | | | | 
The President of the United States, Washington.......... | 1 | RARE | 1 1... . 
The British Mimister..........ccccssscoscoeeessecscesscesesccceen |... | seoeveees 1 | sesevees . 
The Clerk of the Senate........ beecscccenccccccoeccssess cosees oo] 1 nes 
se House of Representatives................ LR, | sessesee 
Library Exchanges..…........... ssescccsecseesesseeee Loose le socesee|coevevees | 40 | sos 
Total... 8 |... | 51 |... 

| 
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LIST No. 2. 





Bound Vols. 


DePaARTMENTAL, SEA? or GOVERNMENT. - tVotes and Docts. — 
Sesa. Papers. 














His Excollency the Governor General..............-.-seseses 2 |... j 2 
Office of the Privy Council ........cccccccesesccececees Laceweces 14 3 
Tho Minister of Justice .......ccccccccsccecesscccccessccccscseass 
Deputy of dO  .....crcccccccecccsccccrccccscscscevecsecs 
Minister of Militia............. easeecccescces ARTE Jes oucee ‘ 
Deputy of do ....... sen cceceeccnsscccecerccscssesees vee 
Secretary of State for Canada..........00 Lecesvcees see 
Under Secretary of do .............… socecwsescocssecee 
Minister of Finance ........... os sons soso ososcoone e se 
Deputy Inspector General... 
Postmaster General .........scesccceseves ev ccscescenccvees 


Deputy of dO ses ccvvccceres ARPPETEE LEE TITLE 





seoseeeau 


Minister of Agriculture .........,......... esse 
Deputy of do saevececees sossesssoes Jet ececcscscees 
Minister of Inland Revenue...........ccccccsssssccssceee 

Commissioner of do ...…. css ERPORPEE TPE EEE RES EEES 
Receiver Goneral.......cccccccscsscscscccccscve-secccescsoves 
Deputy of do  ....ccccccccscescsccecereevens enssnosonoe se ee 
Minister of Public Works sers... 
Deputy of do — ciccccccoccccccccccccscscesscvcssessccesece 
Chief Engineer............0+ oe eescensccceesececcease seecccens 
Minister of Customs ............ ve avcceevees esereccccccers | 
Cominissioner of do — ...... cccccees  seccccscceccccccceces 
Minister of the [nterior..........cccccccessscscevcccccsccces | 
Deputy of do —— ...ccccccseee messe essssnssssnesosss ee 
Minister of Marine and Fisheries...... Seseacereees el 


Se eeevsoe 
6065900000, C6008 eefogeseaeer 


Deputy of do do veeseceeccenencseese nee 
Adjutant General of Militia.......... créer ee 
Governor General’s Secretary...............s. .. 
AuUditOr se esssosocssesensesenoenoconerscnsensenerese 
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LIST No. 3. 
8 oo ees 
| 
i Bound Vols. 
Provincs oF ONTARIO. Votes and Docts. — 
Sess. Papers. 
| E. F.  E. | F 
His Honor the Lieut. Govornor .......................,,...., 1 |... | oi 
The Executive Council Office, TOront0 ...ccceseceeee cesses 2 |... ane 1 |... 
The one of Legislative Assenbly, 88, each one 

bes ceeseccecncecececssececesscnessccesccesereenetenseucseeece| seceeeaserseseneees 88 |... 
The Clerk of Legislative Assembly....…..........,.......,...l DL |u.cccsvecpeccsooee [esecenes . 
The Legislative Library POTEETO TETE EEREEETET CEE TELEI TELLE 1 ssl 3 ses 
The JUG ZS. ........0.ccccerecccverccccsesecccscscesccsccsseceveseece 14 |... 14 |... ee 
Education Office ........cccscesecsereeee oeeccceccccecncccccccscscselecscessce|cocsceece 1 |... 
University College ................. cscccsccccncsccesnccsese sereloccsceces|eccssenes 1 |... 
Knox College... | seccssvcelocscecees 1 |... 
St. Bazile College .............. sers se seesenesesoneseseliscsoscelosssesse 1 |... 
drinity College ......cscccsescssseecssscneaseceeecns esse a : sessseeselesccreees 1 |... 
gregational College ....... DPOPEUEIDE STEP EEE TEL ET PERTE TT ssl... 1 1... 
Queen 8 College, Kingston... DEN PORTE FRERES 1 pere 
Victoria College, COQUE. rene cess. senssonesennsefossssccossssese | 1 |... 
Albert University, Belleville .........,................, esse | 1 |... 
Canadian Literary Institute, Woodstock ............,..... | avcescee PORTER 1 eee 
Helmuth College, or London Coll. Institute, London.. At 1 Le 
Ontario College, Picton ..........sccssssceccvevsccscocscsscccsees Lun sescccecafesseveces 1 |... 

Le College d'Ottawa, Ottawa... ss. ge nteceesones Jeeceececepececccscelascsocees 1 
Law Society, Osgoode Hall, Toronto.........scce0s Cone cece | 1 |... 1 |... 

Total. sessseseeeeaeeseaseeeess 20 | 120 | 1 
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LIST No. 4. 

1 

Bound Vols. 

Province ov Qursuc. [Votes and Docts. = 

: Sess. Papers. 

E. F. E. Fr. 

or the Lieut.-Governo: 1 1 1 1 

sative Council Office . 2 2 1 | 1 
abers of the Legislative Council, 8 English, 

rench, each one copy. 8 16 
ibers of the Legislative Assembly, 18 English, 

rench, each one copy. 18 47 




















‘ollege, Quebec. 
nivorsity, Montreal 
ille College, ‘Lennoxville 
tis College, Sherbrooke. 
rian College, Montreal. 
rsité Laval, Quebec... 
ze de St. Hyacinthe, St. Hyacinthe. 
Nicolet, Nicolet... 
Lévis, Point Lévi 
es, Trois Rivières. 





, 
, 

, . 

, Ste. Marie de Rouviile, ‘Montreal 
D Rimouski, Quebe: 

, Ste. Anne, do 

Û Ste. Thérèse, do 

iaire de St. Sulpice, Montreal. 


ze de l'Assomption 


>’ Library Asrocia ion, 
ta’ Exchange, 

1 Institute, 
Exchange, Quebec. 
and Historical Society, Quel 
1 Institute, do 
School, Montreal 
male Jacques Cartier, Montreal 
male Laval, Quebec. 
it College, Stanstead... 





Total..... 











CE 





Dee a ek ee tat te 
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LIST No. 5. 





Provinos oF Nova Scori. 





Bound Vols. 


Sees. Papers. 


Votes and Docts. 

















+ 


His Honor the Lieut. Governor,........cesccscoccsecsscscceess 
The Executive Council OffCe...............ccccees socceeesees 
The Members ot the Legislative Council, 21, each one 
COPY -cccecccccrccccsccccscccccnecssescesss NOTE TTI TI EETEEEL IT EE losnessees | esse | ‘21 | oe veceee , 
The Members of the Legislative Assembly, 38, each 
one COPY ...... Veewsascecccscnssceseccscscosscenccesscesoeeees 
The Clerk of the Legislative Council........0....ceecesseses 
The Clerk of the Legislative Assembly................0e00. 
The Legislative Library..... . EPTETEEEET TETE RTE CE TETE TER EREL | 
The Jud ges........ccccccoccscsccccceses soscccrcccce coaccesscenes | 
The Admiral on the Station, Halifax, .................,.... | 
The Commander of the Forces, Halifax... ...... ........... 
Dalhousie College, Halifax... | 
St. François Xavier College, Antigonish................ : seseenaes 
I 
| 











Acadia College, Wolfville.............sscscsscserecscsccessscees 
St. Mary’s College, Halifax,............scseee ea cacsceccoceees 
King’s College, Windsor... sssssosne 
Education Office, Halifax... esse 
Normal School, Truro............... se sssssssesssesoovese 
L::-v Society, Windsor sen enoesso ec sosseseno sons ane e Lsossossse 
Too Halifax Library, do .........csscescecenseecssceers pros 
Firarce Dopartment of Canad:, Auditor’s Offico......... 
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LIST No. 6. 





| 
. | Bound Vols. 
Province or Naw Brunswick. Votes and Docts. 



























































Sess. Papers 
BE | Fr | & | pr. 
His Honor the Lieutenant Governor............. aeeeesceees 1 |... 1 1 LL... 
‘The Executive Council Office esse 2 |... 1 |... 
The Members of the Legislative Council, 18, each one 
124 000060000000 02680200006090€7 cessssecrenses 000000 0500019000 oe tocslsussecvenrleseceesse 18 CLLLE 2] 
‘The Members of the Legislative Assembly, 41, each one] à 
copy aescscccrcoes wo cecentcncneseces DUT TETE T LITE TT TETE TER fosses | RPEUITET 41 |... 
The Clerk of the Legislative Council... OL ss ssssselssssosese 
The Clerk of the Legislative Assembly....................,. 1 [on .scscebecerecece|ecreeenes 
The Legislative Library .........ss.scecscsssseccceceecs cesse 1 |... 3 1 
"The Judges... .... oonenscccsencacseeccnscsee ET TT EL EEE LEE LE LEE TRES 6 |... 6 |... 
Education OfACe ........scsesssscsscccsscsssvcssccccsccsscesccrsseclacsseee. ‘ ee 1 |... 
Exchange Reading Room .............ssssessersessesseeerares DS OS PROS ER 
University of New Brunswick \.......ccccccsssscssssssecersecsJeceeeeess | TT 1 | nn 
Baptist Seminary ..........cscssscccsccescccncccrsccsescsseseceses [osecees ‘eloccscnees | 1 1... 
Methodist Acadomy, Sackville......................,,.....lessselissse 1 1 |... 
Presbyterian College, Woodstock... 1 | oeveceeee 
Memramceok College, Memramcook ..............ssssscsecee[corscscenlacccssees[ssscecees 1 
Roman Catholic College, Chatham ...........-...ssscessscsscfescscoees st 1 eceeeese 
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The Executive Council. 

The Members of the Legi: 

Clerk of the Legislative ‘Assembly. 
‘brary 


Fe lative 
The Judges...........040 
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7 
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Bound Vols. 
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LIST No. 1 
METHOD OF DISTR 








MINUTES OF THE SENATE. 


The Senate.—60 Members, English, 1 copy each 
17  « French, 1 English co 


The Commons.—159 9 Members, F English, 1 copy ‘ 
ng) 












47 « French, 1 
French copy .. | 
Departments and outside. 181 32 
Newspapors 490 | 50 
Remainder... 79 
Total, Minutes... mn] 1,100 225 





Votes, House or Commons. 


The Senate—"0 Members, English, 1 copy each..... 
«French, 1 English and 1 Fri 
The Commons 1859 Members, English, 1 copy cach. 
47 “French 1 #5 lish 
co 
Departion 
For Binding. 
Newspapers. 
Remainder.. 




















Total, Votes and Procecdings..........++« 





Orpers or THE Day,—House or Commons, | 
















The Senate.—60 Members, English, 1 copy ........ 60 |... J. 
17 “°° Froncb, 1 English and 1 French 17 17 
The Commons.—159 Members, English, 1 copy, each 159 |... . 
47 “ French, 47 47 
Departments, Officers, &c., &c.. 117 | 86 
Total, Orders of the Day. 400 150 
Postic Bizis AND Dooumenrs. | 
The Senate. ne Members, English, 1 copy each... aoe 60 |... 
French, 1 English copy and 1 Frenchl 17 17 
The Commons. Miso Members, English, L copy each....... soon 159 |... 
47 French, 1 English copy and 1 
47 a 
Depart ments and outside . 168 32 
News) apers. 490 50 
Remainder 175 100 








Total, Public Bills and Documents | 1,116 246 
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The Senate —60 Members, English, 1 copy each... 60 |...... re 
17 French, 1 English copy and ? French. 17 
The Commons.—159 Members, English, 1 copy each... ......... 159 |... 
4T = French, 1 Ene ish eed 1 French. 47 47 
Remainder (Committees, &c.)... 317 136 
Total, Private Bills..............sesceves so. 600 | 200 
Tairp Reaping or Bizzs.—THe SENATz. | | 
The Senate.—For Officers, &0......cccccccssseccsscserstareesesees OPEL | 25 15 
The Commons.—159 Members, English, 1 copy OCD encre. 159 |... oeeneee 
47 & French, 1 English copy and ] 
French COpy ............ ss ssssessossoe ee 47 47 
Remainder (Committees, &c.)......... reel 119 68 
Total, Third Readings, Senate.............. core | 350 130 
Turrp Reapine or BrLLs.—Housx or Commons. 
The Senate.—60 Members, English, 1 copy each... i 
17 French, 1 English copy and 1 French | 
COPY .ccvercccsccccscccsserccserasssccceoes sesseesencaceest 17 | 17 
For Committees, Officers, BC. coscceccsscese css 65 40 
The Commons.—Remainder .......... sseccscereresses seceeee cverscescescesess 108 | 43 
Total, Third Reading of Bills, Commons....... | 250 | 100 
DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS. | 
| 
The Senate— 60 Members, English, 2 copies each.................. 120 |... 
17 “ French, 1 English copy and 1 French 17 
cop POE YOCEPITISIV ISIS TITTIES Tee 5000000006 0.000000 17 
The Commons.—159 Mem rs, English, 2 copies each ART EEE ecceees 318 |... oe 
47 French, 1 English copy and | 1 
French COPY ss ee ccceasees conecccccccvcscessescese 47 47 
Departments and outside.......... > cccccocsecees 168 32 
Newspapers …............ ous sons sosrosss roc easeses cove 490 | 50 
Remain er eaeecesenoos CG0000000080808 00000000000098 100200000008 190 54 
Total, Departmental Reports .................1 1,350 | 200 
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17 “French, 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, 
it was . 
Ordered, That the said Report be taken into consideration by the House on 
Tuesday next. 


The House, according to Order, resumed the adjourned Debate on the Honorable 
Mr, Read's motion—To Resolve, That this House regrets that the mode adopted by 
the Government in relation to the construction of the Pacijic Railway involves the 
expenditure of enormous sums of public money without any corresponding beneficial 
results. 

After Debate, 

The Honorable Mr. Read moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Girard, 
That the said Resolution be adopted. | | 

The question of concurrence being put thereon; the House divided: and the 
names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 


CONTENTS : 


The Honorable Messiours 


Atkins, Carrall, Flint, Miller, 
Alexander, Chapais, Girard, Montgomery, 
Allan, Cornwall, Guévremont, Muirhead, 
Armand, Dever, Hamilton (Kingston), Read, 
Bellerose, Dickey, Haviland, Ryan, 
Benson, Dickson, Kaulbach, cymour, 
Botsford, Dumouchel, McLelan( Londonderry) Skead, 

inot, Ferguson, Macfarlane, _ Trudel, 
Campbell, Ferrier, Macpherson, Wilmot.—36. 

Non-Contents : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Baillargeon, Fabre, McMaster, Reesor, 
Bureau, Haythorne, Pelletier, Scott, 
Chaffers, Hope, Penny Simpson, 
Christie (Speaker), Leonard, Power, Stevens, 
Cormier, McClelan (Hopewell), Pozer, Wark.— 20. 


So it was resolved in the affirmative. 


AM e was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intitaled : “An Act to amend the Law relating to Stamps on Promissory Notes and 
“ Bills of Exchange,” to which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. | 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Monday next. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled : “An Act for the amendment of the Law of Evidence in certain Cases of 
# Misdemeanor, to which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. | 
i On motion of the Honorable Mr. Campbell, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Allan, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time on Monday next. 
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The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Message from the 
House of Commons, disagroeing to the amendment made by the Senate to the Bill 
intituled : “ An Act to amend an Act respecting conflicting claims to lands of occn- 
“pants in Manitoba,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was ; 

Resolved, That this House doth not insist on their amendment to the Bill inti- 
tuled : “ An Act to amend an Act respecting conflicting claims to lands of occupants 
“in Monitoba,” to which the Commons disagree. — 


Ordered, That the foregoing Resolution be communicated to the House of Com- 
mons by one of the Masters in Chancery. 


The House. according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the Sixth 
Report of the Joint Committee of the Senate and House of Commons on the Printing of 
Parliament, and 

The same being again read by the Clerk, 

On motion of e Honorable Mr. Aikins, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


The Order of the Day being read for putting the House into a Committee of the 
Whole on the Bill intituled : “ An Act to provide for the better auditing of the Public 
Accounts,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was | 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until Monday next. 


The House, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure, and put into 8 
Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act to make provision for the 
“winding up of Insolvent incorporated Fire or Marine Insurance Companies.” 


In the Committee. 


After some time the House was resumed, and 

The Honorable Mr. Haviland, from the said Committee, reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same to the House 
without any amendment. 
On motion of the Honerable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be now read a third time. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was then put whother this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amend ment. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intitaled: 
“ An Act further securing the ndependence of Parliament,” | 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier. 
it was | 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until Monday next. 
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The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Repurt of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Bill intituled : “ An Act to amend the Canadian Pacific: 
“ Railway Act, 1874,” 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until Monday next. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated 11th April, 1878, pray- 
ing that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a. 
detailed statement of the quantities of Plaister of Paris or Gypsum, ground or calcined, 
imported from the United States during the past fiscal year, shewing quantity 
received at each Port and valuation of same for duty. Also, quantity entered at 
each Port, of Gypsum and Plaister of Paris, not ground or calcined, and of Gypsum 
not calcined for Agricultural purposes. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 122.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return to- 
an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated 12th April, 1878, praying: 
that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a state- 
ment setting forth the names of the foreign Mutual Life and Stock Companies, that 
have not complied with the Consolidated Insurance Act of last Session in respect 
of deposits for future business, the amount insured by such Companies respectively 
in Canada at last returns made by them ; also the names of those Companies which, in 
the year immediately preceding such Session, had ceased to do business in Canada ; 
and, also, any correspondence which msy have taken place between any of such 
npanies and the Government, in respect of such businegs, since the 1st of July, 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 14.) 
Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr, Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 


The House adjourned until Monday next, at Three o’clock in the afternoon. 
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Monday, 29th April, 1878. 


Tho Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Dever, Howlan, Power, 
Alexander, Dickey, Kaulbach, Fozer, 
Allan, Dickson, Leonard, Read, 
Armand, Dumouchel, McClelan, : Reesor, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, McLelan, Ryan, 
Bellerose, Ferguson, Mc Master, Scott, 

enson Ferrier, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Botsford, Flint, Macfarlane, Simpson, 

ourinot, Girard, Macpherson, Skead, 
Bureau, Glasier, Miller, Smith, 
Campbell, Guévremont, Montgomery, Stevens, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Inkerman),Muirhead, | Sutherland, 
Chaffers, Hamilton ‘Kingston’ , Odell,’ Trudel, 
Chapais, . Haviland, Pdquet, Vidal, 
Cochrane, Haythorne, Pelletier, Wark, 
‘Cormier, Hope, Penny, . Wilmot. 
Cornwall, 

PRAYERS : 


The Honorable Mr. Seymour, from the Select Committee appointed to examine 
and report upon the contingent accounts of the Senate for the present Session, pre- 
sented their Second Report, 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


THE SENATE, 
CommitTEE Room, 
April 26th, 1878. 


The Select Committee appointed to examine and report upon the contingent 
-accounts of the Senate for the present Session, beg leave to make their Second Report. 

Your Committee have examined the Clerk’s accounts with the Senate from Ist 
January to 31st December, 1877. 

The balance in his hands at the first mentioned date was $2,271.80, aud the 
amount received by him on account of the Senate during the year was $137,404.32 
being in all $139,676.12 to be accounted for. 

The vouchers produced and examined account to the satisfaction of Your Com- 
mittce for the expenditure of $136,358.21 leaving a balance in the Clerk’s hands on 
the Ist of January last of $3,317.91. 

All which is respectfally submitted. , 
B. no | 


. 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Seymour, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Benson, it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be taken into consideration by the House 
to-morrow. . 


The Honorable Mr. Miller moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bourinot, 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
Genera!, praying His Excellency to cause to be laid before this House a copy of the 
Pilotage rules and regulations made by the Commissioners of Pilots for the Port of 
Arichat in the Island of Cape Breton. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to the Governor General by such 
Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Wark moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McClelan 
(Hopewell, ) 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will bé pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
a Return of the land taken for the purpose of the Intercolonial Railway and its 
branches, in the Counties of Restigouche, Gloucester, Northumberland, Kent and 
Westmoreland, specifying the place where situated, the names of the respective 
owners, the quantity of land taken from each, the dates at which the respective 
appraisements were made, the value put on the respective lots by the appraisers, the 
price subsequently paid for such lots respectively, the value put on buildings or for 
removing buildings, the amount subsequently paid for such buildings or their 
removal, together with the names of the appraisers. . 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved ih the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. — 


Parsuant te the Order of tho Day, the House was adjourned during pleasure and 
put into a Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “ An Act to provide for the 
“better auditing of the Public Accounts.” 


In the Committee. 


The Title read and postponed. 

The Preamble read and postponed. 

And the Bill being again read, clause by clause, was amended as follows :— 

Page 1, line 20.—Leave out from “department” to “ And”’ in line 28. 

Page 2, line 20.—Leave out “ General.”’ 

Page 2, line 32.— 

pate ; jine D After “Governor ” insert “ General.” 

Page 3, line 27.— | 

Page 4, line 20.—After “ Successors ” insert “and any other statutory holiday.” 

Page 5, line 10.—After “such ” insert “ rules.” 

Page 5, line 13.—Leave out ‘and.’ | 

Page 5, line 14—After “Revenue” insert “and the Receiver General.” 

Page 5, line 23.—After “ Board” insert “and shall also be the Deputy of the 
* Receiver General.” | 

Page 6, line 22.—Leave out “ General.” 
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md insert “the,” and leave out “as” and 
linister of Finance” and insert “ for public: 
insert “ General-” 

Le 


insert “any reasonable travelling exponses 
d at the time of such service.” se 


’ and insert “ of.” 


r" insert “ General.” 
ad insert “of.” 


0. 
1ed, and 

i the said Committee, reported that they 
rected him to report the same with certain 
't, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
be taken into consideration by the House 
> Bill intituled: “ An Act farther secnring 
ad a second time. 

: Seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
ted to a Committee of the Whole House on 


ded to the consideration of the Report of 
tituled : “ An Act to amend ‘ The Canadian 


stier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
aid motion be postponed until to-morrow. 


+ Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
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Tuesday, 30th April, 1878. 


The Members convened were 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Spoaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cornwall, Howlan, 
, ever, Kaulbach, 
) Dickey, Leonard, 
Dickson, MreClelan, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McLelan, 
, Fabre, McMaster, 
Benson, Ferguson, Macdonald, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macfarlane, 
Bourinot, Flint, _ Macpherson, 
Bureau, Girard, Miter, 
Campbell, Glasier, Montgomery, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Inkerman), Muirhead, 
‘Chafers, Hamilton (Kingston), Odell, 
Chapais, Haviland, Paquet, 
‘Cochrane, Haythorne, Pelletier, 
Cormier, Hope, Penny, 
PRAYERS : 


237 


The Honorable Mr. Macpherson, from the Select Committee on the Fort Frances 


Lock, presented their Report. 
Ordered, That it be received, and 


The same was then read by the Clerk as follows :-— 


(Extract from the Minutes of the Committee.) 


The Chairman submitted the following Report :— 
THe SENATE, 


ComMITTEE Room 


Tuesday 30th April, 1878. 


The Select Committee of the Senate appointed to enquire :— 


“Jat. Whether the Fort Frances Lock when completed can be used for the pur- 
poses of commerce, in connection with tho Canadian Pacific Railway, so as to form 
part of the through communication from Zake Superior to Manitoba, and if not, 
what improvements will be indispensable (in addition to the said Fort Frances 
Lock) to afford unbroken communication for Steamers between the Railway Stations 
of Port Savanne (Lac des Mille Lacs) and Keewatin (Rat Portage) and the probable 


<ost of such improvements ? 
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‘“2nd. What will be the use to the Dominion of the said Fort Frances Lock if it 
cannot be used for the purposes of Commerce, in connection with the Canada Pacific 
Railway, so as to form part of the said through communication ? 

‘3rd. What is the distance between the said Lock and the point nearest to it on 
the Canada Pacific Railway ? 

“4th. What are the dimensions of the said Lock,its estimated and probable cost, 
the amount expended upon it and upon works connected with it, or in any way 
incidental to it, so far as is known; the appropriation from which the money 
expended upon it has been taken; whether such application of the money has been 
in all cases according to law, and whether the said Lovk is being built by contract 
or otherwise ? 

“6th. And generally to inquire into all matters relating to the Fort Frances Lock, 
with power to send for persons and papers, and to report from time to time to this 
Honorable House.” 
has examined into the subject referred to, and beg leave to submit the following 

rt :— ' ' 

P That the evidence annexed hereto shows that the Fort Frances Lock is situated 
on Rainy River, about a mile and a half below where the river debouches from the 
Lake of the same name ; that it is intended to overcome 4 fall of about twenty-three 
feet, now passed by a portage; that when the lock is completed and the obstructions 
at the Manitou and Long Sault Rapids on Rainy River are removed, there will be 
unbroken water communication from Rainy Lake to Lake of the Woods ; 

Phat the evidence also shows that Port Savanne, where the Canadian Pacific 
Railway connects with the water stretches, is separated from Rainy Lake by nine 

rtages, and that the difference in level between those two points is four hundred 

eet ; 
That the evidence has satisfied yourUommittee that the Fort Frances Lock, when 
completed, will not be used for the purposes of commerce in connection with the Cana- 
dian Paciic Railway, so as to form part of the through communicstion from Lake 
Superior to Manitoba. 

That, although the Fort Frances Lock would have beon very useful pending the 
completion of the all-rail route had that by Sturgeon Falis been adhered to, your 
Committee considers it a subject for regret that the lock should have been commenced 
before the location of the Railway was definitely fixed, and when it was determined to- 
change the route from that vid Sturgeon Falls to the present one vid Port Savanne, 
which is so far north as to render impossible the utilization of the water stretches in 
connection with the railway, your Committee is of opinion that the work upon the 
Lock should have been stopped. 

The evidence shows that the Railway was placed under contract from Fort 
William (Lake Superior) to Lake Shebandowan on the way to Sturgeon Falls (om an 
arm of Rainy Lake) on the 13th of April, 1875; that the work thereon was stopped, 
and the contract cancelled on the 19th of January, 1876, and the location changed to- 
that by Port Savanne ; 

That when the line of Railway was changed in January, 1876, the expenditure did 
not exceed $73,940, and your Committee is of opinion that the work should have 
been discontinued thon, especially as what had been done—being excavation in solid 
rock—would not deteriorate, and the work might be resumed at any future time 
should the public interests require its completion. 

In November, 1875, which must have been about the time when it was determined 
to change the location of the Railway, the Department of Public Works telegraphed 
to the Superintendent of the Lock in the following words :— 

‘ Close all Canal works at Fort Frances ; suspend all proceedings.”’ 

It might be inferred from this order that the Government, in consequence of the 
change of the location of the Railway, had seen the expediency of permanently 
discontinuing the works at Fort Frances; but unfortunately, in the opinion of your 
Committee, in April, 1876, the Department instructed the Superintendent to resume 
work upon the lock, by day labor. ( Vide Return No. 88 to House of Commons, 1877.) 
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Mr. Mortimer, one of the Engineers examined by qo Committee, stated in 
evidence that it was at one time contemplated by the Government to improve the- 
Dawson Route; that in 1874 he was instracted to survey the portages and water 
stretches between Lake Shebandowan and the Lake of the Woods; that he had done 
so, and reported to the Department of Public Works on the improvements which he 
consid necessary. He estimated their cost —including those on Rainy River — 
at $341,000. Mr. Mortimer understood that the Chief Engineer, Mr. Sandford’ 
Fleming, was of opinion that the advantages—necessarily only temporary—which 
would be derived from the proposed improvements would not be commensurate with 
their cost, and the project was abandoned. 

Mr. Sutherland the Superintendent of the work at Fort Frances, detailed to the- 
Comittee a plan of his for improving the communication between Port Savanne and 
Rainy Lake. It is somewhat similar in design to that reported on by Mr. Mortimer, . 
but much more temporary iu character. His estimate of the cost was $150,000. Mr. 
Sutherland is not an engineer, and did not make a minute examination of the route 
for the improvement of which he ventured to submit an estimate. 

Mr. Mortimer's plan did not include a lock at Fort Frances, and the substitaticn 
of a lock for a portage at that point would be of no appreciable value as part of any 
scheme which did not provide—as a railway from Lake Superior to Sturgeon Falls 
alone would do—for avoiding the portages, and the ascent and descent of the 400 feet 
between Rainy Lake and Port Savanne. 

Your Committee does not suppose that it can be intended, pending the construc- 
tion of the central district of the Jake Superior section of the Canadian Pacific: 
Railway, to connect the two ends of that section, now far advanced towards 
completion, viz: 114 miles from Lake Superior westward to English River, and 114 
miles from Red River eastward to Rat Portage, over the short and steep portages, 
and in some cases rapid water stretches which lie between Port Savanne and Rainy- 
Lake. If the Government had contemplated the adaptation of this route to the: 
purposes of commerce, your Committee submit that the improvements should have 

n completed in time to have been available for the transport of rails and other 
railway materials to Manitoba, the freight of which, from Duluth, has cost the 
country, already—according to the Public Accounts, upwards of two hundred 
thousand dollars. 

Your Committee, moreover, is of opinion that the many transhipments which 
would be unavoidable between Port Savanne and Rainy Lake, whether made in bulk 
or in detail, would prevent the route from competing successfully, in cost of trans- 
portation and in expedition, with lines of commanication which are open through the 
United States, especially now that railways appear to be on the eve of completion to 
Manitoba vid Pembina. 

Your Committee may state that it is in evidence that when Messrs. Carpenter & 
Co. were contractors for transport over the Dawson Route, and received a bonus of 
$75,000 a year from the Government, the charge for freight trom Lake Superior to 
Fort Frances was $40 a ton. 

Your Committee ascertained that it is not the intention of the Government to 
propose the construction of the improvements necessary—in addition to the Fort 

ances Lock—to afford unbroken communication for steamers between the railway 
stations of Port Savanne and Rat Portage, and, therefore, did not procure estimates of © 
the cost of the great works which would be indispensable to attain that object. 

Your Committee has failed to discover that the Fort Frances Lock can be of use 
tothe Dominion. The evidence shows that it will not be of appreciable advantage 
even to the locality in which it is situated. The trade of the fertile Canadian bank 
of Rainy River, and of the whole country west of the lock, will seek the Railway at 
Rat Portage, and little or no portion of it will ascend through the lock and go east- . 
wards, as, at the east end of Hainy Lake it will be confronted with the nine portages 
and the ascent of 400 feet which separates Port Savanne from Rainy Lake. The: 
country on the Canadian shore of Rainy Lake is unsuitable for agriculture; 4 - 
moderate trade in timber and saw-logs is all that can be expected to flow from that 
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region. For the accommodation of such a trade when it springs up, a lock at Fort 
Frances will not be required; an inexpensive slide would answer every purpose, and 
-even that would not have been needed for years. It has been suggested that the lock 
may be of service as a military work, but evidence was not taken on that point, as, 
in the opinion of your Committee, while the lock will be unused for commerce, it 
cannot be seriously contended that an isolated lock on the frontier of Minnesota may 
become a serviceable military work of this Dominion. 

It was stated in evidence before your Committee that the distance between Fort 
Frances Lock and the nearest point of the Canadian Pacific Railway is between ninety 
and one hundred miles. The dimensions of the lock are : length, 200 feet ; width in the 
clear, 38 feet ; depth of water on the mitre sill at low water, according to Mr. Racan, 
44 feet, and according to Mr. Sutherland, 54 feet. The depth originally proposed was 
seven feet. It was stated by Mr. Sutherland in evidence that the expenditure upon 
the works, to the 30th June next, will amount to $210,389; that the cost of the work, 
when completed, including the cost of removing the obstructions to the navigation at 
the Manitou and Long Sault Rapids on Rainy River, will not exceed $250,000. Your 
Committee hopes that this sum will not be exceeded, as, in its opinion, the expendi- 
ture upen the Fort Francis Lock, whatever the amount may be, will prove to have 
been injudicious and altogether unprofitable to the Dominion. 

The money expended upon Fort Frances Lock and the works incidental to it, was 
taken out of the appropriations made from time to time for the survey and construction 
of the Pacific Mail va , and improvements on navigable waters in interior, in 

-connection therewith. The works have been executed under the Government, by 
day labor, and not by contract, as required by the Pacific Railway Act of 1874. 
All which is respectfully submitted. 


D. L. MACPHERSON, 
Chairman. 


The Honorable Mr. Campbell moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Macfarlane, 

That the said Report be adopted. 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved in amendment, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Haythorne, 

That all after the words “ Lake of the Woods” on the second page be struck 
-out, and the following substituted :— 

‘ From the printed reports of Mr. S. J. Dawson, who had charge of the Red River 
route lying between ake Superior and Winnipeg, trom the year 1868 to the year 
1874, and from other authentic sources, it was generally believed that the shortest 
and most feasible line for the Railway from Lake Superior westward, was to be found 
.vid Lake Shebandowan, Sturgeon Falls and the North-West Angle of the Lake of the 
Woods, on the general line of the Dawson route; that the Eagineer did succeed in 
finding à line as far as Sturgeon Falls, and for a distance of fourteen miles north 
west of that point; that exhaustive surveys were made extending over a period of 
two seasons with the hope of finding a line thence onward either by Rat Portage or 
by way of the crossing near the North-West Angle; that the evidence fully contirms 
the opinion arrived at by the Engineering Staff of the Pacific Railway, that a 
practicable line could not be found vid Sturgeon Falls by either of the routes indi- 
cated, and it had, thereforo, to be abandoned, and the route deflected by Lac des Mille 
Lacs, and the contract, for work on the portion of the line abandoned had to be 
-cancelled ; 

“That the Fort Frances Lock and improvements on the Rainy River were com- 
menced on the well grounded assumption that the route vid Sturgeon Falls was feasible 
and would be ultimately constructed ; and so large an expenditare had been made on 
the works before that line had to be abandoned that the Committee are of opinion it 
would not have been prudent to have discontinued the work after an expenditure of 
nearly $73,940 ; 








41 Victoria. 30th APRIL. 241 








“That the improvements now nearly completed will not involve a largor expendi- 
tare than $250,000, by which uninterrupted water communication will be obtained 
from Kettle Falls to Rat Portage, a distance of between 180 and 200 miles. Thatby 
the evidence it appears that the total distances of the several portages from Port 
Savanne, the point to which the Railway from Lake Superior will shortly be completed, 
and Kettle Falls, will not exceed twelve miles; that by the construction of narrow guage 
tramways, with horse cars, traffic can be carried to Kettle Fallsand thence by water to 
Rat Portage, where communication will be made with the Railway to Red River, at 
a cost, in money and time, that will enable it to compete with the present route vid 
Duluth ; that the expenditure involved in this proposition would not exceed $150,000, 
making a total for the improvements between Savanne und Rat Portage of $400,000, 
thus utilizing the two ends of the Railway which will shortly be completed between 
Lake Superior and Red River. 

“In view of those facts your Committee are of opinion that the Government acte 
wisely and prudently in not abandoning the Fort Frances works after so large an ex- 
penditure had been made upon them.” 

The question being put thereon ; the Committee divided, and the names were 
taken down as follow :— 


CoNTENTS: 
The Honorable Messieurs 


Brown, Scott.—3. 
Haythorne, 


Non-Conrents : 
The Honorable Messieurs 


Botsford, Macfarlane, 
Campbell, Macplherson.—4. 


The Chairman declared the amendment lost, and 

The Report was then adopted, without amendment, on the same division. 

The Honorable Mr. Botsford moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Macfarlane, 

That the motions, proceedings and votes of the Committee on this reference be 
reporied to the House. | 

The question being put thereon, the same was resolved in the affirmative. 


(For Evidence, Vide Appendix No. 5.) 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Macpherson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Campbell, it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be taken into consideration by the House 
to-morrow. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 


That an \umble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a 
Return of all duties of Excise for this Dominion, for the months of July, August, 
September, October, November, December, 1877, and the months of January, February 
und March of 1878. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
afirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 

Q 
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The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in tho 
alirmative, and it was 
Ordered, That the said Address he presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 
(Londonderry), 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will, be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a 

n of all duties of Excise for this Dominion for the months of July, August, 

September, October, November, December, 1877, and the months of January, Feb- 
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The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 

ative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 

General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk, to return 
the Bill intituled : “An Act to confer certain powers on the Montreal Building 
“Association by the name of ‘The Montreal Investment and Building Compa: 

œ 
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The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 
( Londonderry), ; 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Return of 
all duties for Stamps for this Deminion, for the months of July, August, September, 
October, November, December, 1877, and the months of January, February 
and March of 1878. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, that the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 


(Londonderry), | 

That an humble Address be presonted to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Return of all 
duties of Customs for this Dominion, for the months of July, August, September, 
October, November, December, 1877, and the months of January, February and March 
of 1878. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was ; 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLeian 


3 
That en Ramble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
a Return of all duties of Excise for this Dominion, for the months of July, August, 
September, October, November, December, 1876, and the months of January, February 
and March of 1877. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honurable Mr. McZLelan 
(Londonderry), | 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Return of all 

uties of Customs for the Dominion for the months of July, August, September, 

October, November, December, 1876, and the months of January, February and 
March, 1877. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Coucil. 


The Honarable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 
(Londonderry), 
That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Return of all 
uties for Stamps for this Dominion for the months of July, August, September, 
Moker à ovem r, December, 1876, and the months of January, February and 
reh, 1877. 


’ 
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The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
afirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Membors of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 


That an hamble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
a Return of all duties of Customs for the City of Saint John, New Brunswick, for 
the months of July, August, September, October, November, December, 1377, and the 
months of January, February and March of 1878. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was rosolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Exvollency the Governor 
General by sach Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


let’ Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 


londerry), 
That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
a Return of all duties Customs for the City of Saint John, New Brunswick, for the 
months of July, August, September, October, November, December, 1876, and the 
months of January, February and March, 1877. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
afirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


Le The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 


That an Rumble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
4 Return of all duties of Excise for the City of Saint John, New Brunswick, for the 
months of July, August, September, October, November, December, 1876, and the 
months of January, February and March, 1877. . 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in tho 
afirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address he presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 
Londonder: 
That oe} ble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a 
tarn of all duties of Excise for this Dominion for the months of July, August, 

September, October, November, December, 1877, and the months of January, Feb- 
rary and March, 1878. | 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk, to return 
the Bill intituled: “An Act to confer certain powers on the Montreal Buildin 1 
“Association by the name of ‘The Montreal Investment and Building Company, 
Qt 
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The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by theo Honorable Mr. McLelan 
( Londonderry), | ; 

That an humble Address be presented to Ilia Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Return of 
all duties for Stamps for this Deminion, for the months of July, August, September, 
October, November, December, 1877, and the months of January, February 
and March of 1878. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, that the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. MceLelan 
(Londonderry), 
That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Return of all 
duties of Customs for this Dominion, for the months of July, August, September, 
October, November, December, 1877, and the months of January, February and March 
of 1878. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it wus ; 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 
(Londonderry), | 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
a Return of all duties of Excise for this Dominion, for the months of July, August, 
September, October, November, December, 1876, and the months of January, February 
and March of 1877. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honvrable Mr. MceLelan 
(Londonderry), | 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Return of all 

uties of Customs for the Dominion for the months of July, August, September, 

October, November, December, 1876, and the months of January, February and 
March, 1877. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Coucil. 


The Honarable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 
(Londonderry), | 
That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
raying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Return of all 
uties for Stamps for this Dominion for the months of July, August, September, 
October, November, December, 1876, and the months of January, February and 
March, 1877. 
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The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
afirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 


3 

That an » am ble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
a Return of all duties of Customs for the City of Saint John, New Brunswick, for 
the months of July, August, September, October, November, December, 1377, and the 
months of January, February and March of 1878. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was rosolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 
(Londonderry), | 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
a Return of all duties Customs for the City of Saint John, New Brunswick, for the 
months of July, August, September, October, Novomber, December, 1876, and the 
months of January, February and March, 1877. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


a The ae Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 
0. J 
That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to he laid before this House, 
a Return of all duties of Excise for the City of Saint John, New Brunswick, for the 
months of July, August, September, October, November, December, 1876, and the 
months of January, February and March, 1877. . 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address he presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The Honorable Mr. Dever moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. McLelan 
(Londonderry), 

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will, be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a 

turn of all duties of Excise for this Dominion for the months of July, August, 

September, October, November, December, 1877, and the months of January, Feb- 
ruary and March, 1878. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk, to return 

the Bill intituled : “ An Act to confer certain powers on the Montreal Buildin 

“ Association by the name of ‘The Montreal Investment and Building Company,’ ” 
4 
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and to acquaint this House that they have passed the said Bill with an amendment, 
to which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The said amendment was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 

Page 2, line 2.—After “exercise ” insert the following as Clause A :— 


Clause A. 


“The Company may stipulate for, receive and exact any rate of interest or dis- 
“ count, not exceeding eight per centum per annum, that may be lawfally stipulated 
“ for, and received by any individual or corporation in the place where the contract 
“for the same shall be made and be executory; and may stipulate for and receive 
“the same half yearly in advance; and may also receive a semi-annual payment on 
“any loan by way of a sinking fund, for the gradual extinction of such luan, upon 
“guch terms, and in such manner as shall be regulated by the By-laws of the Com- 
“pany. 

“The powers hereby granted to the said Corporation shall be exercised by it 
“under the said name of ‘The Montreal Investment and Building Company.’” 


The same being again read, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Penny, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Campbell, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said amendment be agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate doth agree to the amendment made to the last mentioned Bill, 
without any umendment. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk to return the 
Bill intituled: “ An Act to authorize the Stadacona Fire and Life Insurance Company 
“to reduce its Capital Stock, and for other purposes,” and to acquaint this House that 
they have agrecd to the amendments made by the Senate to the said Bill without 
any amendment. 


A Mossage was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: “ An Act to amend the Act respecting the Elections of Members of the 
““ House of Commons,” to which they desire the coacurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 


| A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled : “ An Act to amend the law respecting Building Societies,” to which they 
desire the concurrence of this House. 
The said Bill was read for the first time. 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Adlan, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Campbell, 
it was 
Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretury of State, presented to the House a Report 
addressed to the Honorable the Minister of Pablic Works, Canada, by Sandford 
Fleming, C.M.G., Engineer-in-Chief, in reference to the location of the line, ands 
Western Terminal Harbour, of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows: — 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 20.) 





# 
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The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Report of the 
Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act to amend ‘The Canadian 
Pacific Railway Act, 1874, ” 

The Honorable Mr. Pelletier moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 

__ That the Order of the Day be discharged, and the said Bill, as reported from the 
said Committee, be again referred to a Committee ot the Whole House resently, 
with iastruotions that the words struck out of the Ist Clause of the said Bi i in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, be restored, and that the words inserted in the said 
Clause be strtiok out. 

_ The question of concurrence being put thereon ; the House divided: and the names 
being called for, they were‘taken down as follow :— 


CoNTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Baillargeon, Haythorne, Paquet, Scott, 

Chaffers, Hope, Pelletier, Simpson, 

Christie, (Speaker), Leonard, Penny, Stevens, 

Cormier, McClelan (Hopewell), Power, Sutherland, 

Fabre, Mc Master, Reesor, Wark.—20. 
Noù-CoNTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Atkins, Cornwall, Hamilton (Inkerman), Montgomery, 
Alexander, Dever, Hamilton t Kingston) , Mutrhead, 
Dickey, Havitand, Read, 

Armand, Dickson, Howlan, Ryan, 
Rota ) Pumouchel Kaulbach, . Seymour, 

ord, erquson, cLelan( Londonderry), Smith, 
Bourinot, Ferrier, Macon aie) Trudel, 
Campbell, Frint, Macfarlane, Vidal, 
Carrall, Girard, Macpherson, Wilmot.—39. 
Chapais, Glasier, Miller, 


So it passed in the nepstive. 

Then the Honorable Mr. Pelletier moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 

That the amendments made by the Committee of the Whole House to the said 
Bill intituled: ‘“ An Act to amend The Canadian Pacific Railway Act, 1874,” be 
agreed to. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill, as amended, was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill, as amended, shall pass? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate havo passed this Bill with several amendments, to which they 
desire their concurrence. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the Bill intituled: “An Act to amend the 
“ Law relating to Stamps on Promissory Notes and Bills of Exchange,” was read a 
second time. 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, soconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day teing read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
# An Act for the amendment of the Law of Evidence in certain cases of misde- 
‘ moanour,”’ 
On motion of the Honorable Mr.Campbell, seconded by the Honerable Mr. Dickson, 
it was | 
Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Seventh Report of 
the Joint Committee of the Senate and House of Commons on the Printing of Parlis- 
ment 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, 
it was | 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until Friday next. 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the Second 
Report of the Select Committee appointed to examine and report upon the Contingent 
Acceunts of the Senate for the present Session, and 

The same being again read by the Clerk, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Seymour, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Benson, it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


The House, according to Order, procceded to tho consideration of the amendments 
made by the Committee of the Whole to the Bill intituled: “An Act to provide for 
“the better Auditing of the Public Accounts.” 

The said amendments being again read, 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 


was 

Ordered, That the said amendments be agreed to. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 
Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, be road a third time to-morrow. 


it 


The Honorable Mr. Simpson, from the Joint Committee of the Senate and House 
of Commons on the Printing of Parliament, presented their Eighth Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and . 

The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


ComMITTEE Room, 
29th April, 1878. 


The Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing of Parliament, beg lesve 
to present the following as their Eighth Report: 


Tho Committee carefully examinod the following documents and recommend 
that they be printed, viz :— 

Return to Address (Senate),—Correspondence with the Government or Superin- 
tendent of Railways, relating to shipment of grain, &c., by way of Intercolonial 
Railway at Halifax for Europe. 

Return to Address,—Correspondence between the Hudson’s Bay Company and the 
Deminion Government relative to alleged losses at the Red River Settlements con- 
nected with the insurrection of 1869-70. 
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Return to Order,—Tenders for the supply of Railway pikes for the Canada 
Pacific Railway from lst January, 1376, to 3lst December, 1877, and also similar 
return for the [ntercolonial Railway. 

Return to Address,—Report of surveys made of Lakes Manitoba, Winnipegoosis, 
the Waterhen River, and Little Saskatchewan River. 

Return to Order,—Reports of Engineers relating to the survey and location of 
the line of the Pacific Railway between Red River and Battleford, &c. 


The Committee also recommend that the following documents be not printed, viz :— 


Return to Address (Senate),—Currespondence, &., relative to the fixing of the 
headquarters of the Intercolonial Railway at Moncton. 

Return to Address,—Correspondence between the Government and 7. M. Boggs, 
relative to the dismissal from office of Train Despatcher at Truro, on the Intercolonial 

way. 

Return to Address,—Correspondence connected with the removal from office of 
George Taylor from the office as Assistant Railway Superintendent of the Intercolonial 

way. 

Return to Order—Correspondence between Mrs. Edward Murphy and officers of 
the Intercolonial Railway, in relation to the killing of a cow. 

Return to Address (Senate),—Respecting a Railway Bridge across the Falls at 
St. John, MB to connect the Intercolonial Railway with that of Western Extension 
at said Falls. ° 

Return to Address,—Return of all appeals instituted before tha Supreme Court of 
Canada since its creation, with names of parties, and the Court from whose judgment 
such appeal has been brought. 

Return to Address,—Return of all Petitions of Right transmitted to the Secretary 
of State since the passing of the “ Petition of Right Act, 1876,” with names of Sup- 
pliants, &c. 

Return to Address —Return of all cases instituted in the Exchequer Court of 
Canada since its creation, shewing the names of parties, &c. 

Return to Ordar,—Correspondence respecting the removal of the Post Office at 
South Gut of Ste. Ann’s, County of Victoria, N.S. 

Return to Order,—Correspondence regarding the conveyance of the Mails 
between Port Hastings and Grand Narrows, in Nova Scotia. 

Return to Order,—Corespondence between the Superintendent of the Prince 
Edward Island Railway and Department of Public Works, showing how many miles 
of Wire Fence have been taken down and replaced by Post and Batten Fence. 

Return to Order,—Papers, &c., relating to the dismissal of D. McDonald, Post- 
master at Little Glace Bay, C.B. 

Return to Address, —Petitions from inhabitants of the Parish of Perth, in the 
County of Victoria, N.B., praying for the establishment of new Way or Post Offices 
in that Parish. 

Return to Order,—Correspondence touching the resignation of J. Cadigan. as 
Postmaster at Little Glace Bay. Cape, Breton County. 

Return to Order,—Correspondence relating to the dismissal of James Corbett, 
Postmaster at Lorway Mines, Cape Breton County. 

Return to Order,—Correspondence touching the Postmaster and Poet Office 
affairs at Victoria Mines, Cape Breton County. 

Return to Order,—Report for the year 1877, of J. P. Gauvreau, Esq., Collector of 
Customs for the Port of Rimouski. 

Return to Order,—Correspondence respecting the establishing of Bonded Ware- 
houses at the Village of Carron Brook and Town of Clinton, County of Huron. 

Return to Order,—Amount of Tubing imported into Canada during the year 
immediately preceding the imposition of duty on Tubing by the Tariff of last Session. 

Return to Order,—Correspondence relating to the removal of the Postmaster at 
Cow Bay, C.B. | : 
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Return to Order,—Correspondence about the carrying of the Mails by water 
from Quebec to Murray Bay, in the County of Charlevoix, for the year 1877. 

Return to Address,—Tenders received in 1877, forthe carrying by land of the 
Mails from Quebec to Murray Bay.... . | + | 

Return to Address (Senato),—Detatled: Statement of the quantities of Plaster of 
Pans or Gypsum imported from the United States during the fiscal year 

Return to Order,—Correspondence respecting the use of Trawls or Bultows by 
Foreigners off the coasts of Nova Scotia. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

J. SIMPSON, 
Chairman, Senate. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, 
it was | 7 

Ordered, That tho said Report be taken into consideration by the House on 
Friday next. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Dickey, 
The House adjourned. 





Wednesday, Ist May, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorakle DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cornwall, Howlan, : Power, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, Pozer, 
Alan, Dickey, Leonard, Read, 
Armand, ickson, McClelan, Reesor, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McLelan, Ryan, 
Bellerose, Fabre, Mc Muster, Scott, 
Benson, Ferguson, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Bourinot, Flint, Macpherson, Skead, 
Brown, Girard, Miller, Smith, 
Bureau, Glasier, Montgomery, Stevens, 
Campbell, Hamilton (Inkerman), Muirhead, Sutherland, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Odell, Trudel, 
Chaffers, Haviland, Pdquet, Vidal, 
Chapais, Haythorne, Pelletier, Wark, 
Cochrane, . Hope, Penny, Wilmot. 
Cormier, 


PRAYERS! 
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The Honorable Mr. Girard, from the Select Committee appointed to continue the- 
investigation and te inquire into all the questions relating to the purchase of property 
at Fort William, for a terminus to the Canadian Pacific Railway, presented their- 
Second Report. 


Ordered, That it be received, and 
The same was then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


(Extract from the Minutes of the Committee.) 


The Chairman submitted the following Report :— 


Tax SENATE, 
ComMMITTTEE Room, 
Tuesday, 30th April, 1878. 


The Select Committee of the Senate appointed to continue the investigation and: 
to inquire into all the questions relating to the purchase of the property at Fort 
William, for a terminus to the Canadian Pacific Railway, and to send for persons, 
papers and records, and examine witnesses under oath, and to report thereon with 
oe convenient speed this Session, beg leave to present the following as their Second 

port :— 


That, although not strictly within the order of reference, your Committee- 
received much evidence bearing upon the respective merits of the Kaministiquia: 
River and Prince Arthur’s Landing as harbours. In the opinion of your Committee, 
either may be made an excellent harbour—the Kaministiquia by dredging, Prince: 
Arthur's Landing by a moderate expenditure on permanent works. The harbour of” 
Prince Arthur’s Landing is only exposed to easterly winds, a quarter from whence- 
gales or squalls rarely blow on Lake Superior. The safety of this harbour was proved 
in evidence given by Mr. Marks before your Committee, that, of 1,500 vessels 
which reported at the Custom House at Prince Arthur's Landing since 1869, not one. 
of them had sustained damage, to his knowledge, from storm in the harbour, or had 
to leave it for shelter. Mr. Kingsford, an Engineer of the Department of Public 
Works, gave clear and very intelligent evidence before your Committee, and sub- 
mitted plans for a pier or breakwater, which, for a comparatively moderate sum,. 
would provide the shelter needed to make Prince Arthur’s Landing one of the most 
commodions harbours on the great lakes, and, in point of safety, a perfect harbour of” 
refuge. 

The Kaministiquia River when once entered, is completely land locked, and can 
be made a commodious harbour. In the opinion of your Committee, the chief” 
objection to placing the terminus of the Canadian Pacific Railway upon its banks, 
apart, from the large periodical outlay for dredging, is the early closing of the river in 
autumn. The length of the season during which the Canadian Pacific Railway can 
be used to bring the products of the North-West to the marts and shipping ports of 
the Dominion, will depend upon the navigation of the waters with which the railway 
will connect. Ifit is made to terminate upon the bank of the Kaministiquia, its business 
season willbe governed by the navigation—not of the great lakes, but of a sluggish 
stream of about 350 feet in width. Asa rule, the Kaministiquia River closos, according to 
the evidence given before your Committoo, about eight days earlier than Thunder- 
Bay at Prince Arthur's Landing, und the placing of the terminus of the railway on. 
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the bank of the river will shorten, by the same number of days, the season during 
which the harvest of Manitoba can be transported through Canada to the seaboard. 
lf, notwithstanding this, the Government decided that the Kaministiquia afforded 
the best site for the terminus of the Canadian Pacific Railway, your Committee 
submit that the best point on the bank of the river has not been selected, whether either 
the cost or the convenience of the terminal grounds be considered. The heighth of 
the banks was considered by the Engineer in charge of the Surveys, Mr. Murdoch, a 
-serious objection to the present site; and he, in his Report to the Government, 
suggested that a place farther down the river “towards its mouth should be selected 
‘for the terminus, to obtain lower levels and longer navigation in the fall of the 
“year.” No notice, however, appears to have been taken of bis recommendation. 
our Committee is of opinion that had the suggestion of the Local Engineer been 
-acted upon, a better terminus would have been obtained below the town plot, and at 
-& much smaller cost. The line of railway could have been made to terminate on the 
river bank at the McKellar farm without increasing its length or ing through the 
‘town plot, while the river navigation would have been shortened ; and the locality 
named possesses all the requisites for an important railway terminus. The obtaining 
-of the necessary land would also have been greatly facilitated, as only one or two 
lot-owners would have had to be dealt with, whereas, at the town plot there were 
fifty-five, the arranging with whom occupied two Valuators, and a Solicitor, for months 
at a large expense to the country. 

The evidence did not disclose any reason which, in the opinion of your Com- 
mitteo, can be accepted as satisfactory, for deflecting the railway in order to make it 
-enter the town plot of Fort William at the western limit, and then to pass through 
All the front lots to the castern limit. From the McKellar farm towards the mouth 
of the river, the bank is of a convenient height for docks, and the land is favorable 
for terminal grounds; the river flows in a straight course to the lake, making the 
navigation safe and easy, whereas betweon the point named and that adopted for the 
terminus, there is a sharp elbow in the river which necessarily increases the 
awkwardness of navigating it. The distance from Murillo Station—the first station 
west of Fort William—is as nearly as possible the same to the river at the Me Kellor 
farm, as to the terminus at the town plot. For these reasons, your Committee is of 
Opinion, that the terminus was not jadiciously chosen. Your Committee is further of 
opinion, that it is to be regretted, that in purchasing land at Fort William, the 
“Government should have departed from the course usually followed in acquiring land 
‘for railway purposes. Instead of resorting to arbitration—first tendering to the 
owners of the land, the prices which the Government considered just, as provided for by 
law—the Governmont employed valuators, whose duty it appears to have been, to 
endeavour to agree with the land-owners, as to the value of thoir lots and report to the 
Government. The following is an extract from their instructions :—“ You will under- 
“stand that you are not authorized to close any agreements; all you can do is to 
*‘gettle on a reasonable amount, subject to the approval of the Minister.” 

This shows that the Government reserved full power to deal with parties as 
might be deemed best, after receiving advice from the Valuators, so that the 
responsibility of the transactions rested entirely upon the Government. 

The Valuators were directed to negotiate for land at the price which it com- 
manded in December, 1874, when the plan of the railway reserve was fyled. 

It was, no doubt, difficult to determine what had been the value of lots in the 
town plot in 1874, as the transactions then wero few, and restricted chiefly to parties 
‘who speculated on the chances of the railway going there. “The Governmont had 
fixed the terminus of the railway in the town plot in June, 1874, at which time, in 
tho opinion of your Committee, the plan should have been fyled, and so have pre- 
vented the speculation that subsequently took place. The Valuators, however, were 
not appointed until 1876. In December, 1875, the Chief Engineer, Mr. Sandford 
Fleming, addressed a letter to the Department of Public Works, of which the following 
48 & COPY :— 
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‘ CANADIAN Pactric Rariway, 
“ OFrIOE OF THE ENGINEER-IN-CHIEF, 
LP. Braun, Faq (OTTAWA, llth December, 1875. 
OF, UN %) 
se Secretary Public Works Department. 


“Sm,—This time last year, the Minister instructed you to take the necessary 
action, under the Statute, with regard to obtaining a sufficient quantity of land for 
the railway purposes at the town plot of Fort William on Lake Superior. On the 
10th December last year, I prepared and furnished you with a plan of all the 
lands required at that place, and which it was proposed to take immediate possession 
of. Iam under the impression you placod the matter in the hands of the Minister of 
Justice, in order that proper legal steps should be taken to acquire the land. 

“ The land referred to consists ofa number of small town lots, and I have recentl 
Leen informed that these lots are still being bought and sold by private persons. It 
becomes my duty, therefore, to draw the attention of the Department to this subject, 
80 that, if legal possession of the land has not been fully taken, no time may now be 
Jost in the matter. 

“Tam, &., &c., 


“ SANDFORD FLEMING, 
“ Engineer-in-Chief.” 


This shows that, in the opinion of the Chief Engineer, the Government had been 
remiss, and that the public interests might suffer in consequence. _ 
Your Committee submit that the apprehensions of Mr. Fleming were too well 
founded, as it is in evidence, that subsequently to June, 1874, many lots were bought 
and sold at from sixty to ninety dollars ench by speculators, and re-sold to the 
Government at from two hundred and fifty, to three hundred dollars a lot. In 1876 
when the Valuators visited the town plot for the first time officially, the firm of 
Messrs. Oliver, Davidson & Co. and their connections were the principal owners of the 
lots which were taken for the Railway terminus. Notwithstanding this fact, the 
Government appointed a member of that firm, Mr. P. J. Brown, a lawyer, to act with the 
Valuators: His duty, it has been stated, was to advise upon titles, but his instructions 
did not restrict him to that special duty. The evidence of the Valuators shows that 
be did advise them, and that his advice when given was, perhaps, not unnaturally, in 
favor of the lot-owners, and against the Government. He gave it as his opinion that 
the Railway Act of 1868 did not apply to the Canadian Pacific Railway. So far did he 
go in advising adversely to the Government, that the Prime Minister testified before 
your Committee that, when his attention was called to the subject, he ‘‘ was very 
“much surprised,” and that he “ wrotea somewhat angry letter to Mr. Brown.” It 
has been clearly proved, that Mr. Brown was an interested party, and your Committee 
submit that he, therefore, ought not to have been employed in any capacity in 
association with the Valuators. In the opinion of your Committee, the prices paid 
for land taken for the railway in the town plot ot Fort William, and in the adjoining 
lot, number six of the Township of Neebing, were exceedingly, and unaccountably 
extravagant. The town plot was a town only on paper when it was selected for the 
railway terminus. Previous to that, the regular price at which the Ontario Govern- 
ment sold half-acre lots was four dollars, and, but for the Railway, these lots would 
be of but little more value to-day than they were then. For the land taken from 
Oliver, Davidson & Co., ani! others, the Government paid at the rate of $500 to $600 
per acre. In 1872 or 1873, Oliver, Davidson & Co., purchased lot six in the Township 
of Neeling, adjoining the towu plot, containing 136 acres, for about five dollars per 
acre. Your Committee submit that the enhanced value of this property was due 
to the placing of the terminus where it is. Yet for eight acres of it, the Government, 
advised by the Valuators, paid about five hundred dollars per acre, being about four 
thousand «lollars for eight acres, or over three thousand more for the eight acres than 
Oliver, Davidson & Co., paid for the entira lot of one hundred and thirty-six acres. 
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The Valuators testified that in valuing this land they had applied the Railway Act 
of 1868, which had the effect of reducing the price twenty per cent. 

The clause of the Act which relates to arbitrations for land, is as follows :— 

“The Arbitrators, in deciding on such value or compensation, are authorized and 
“required to take into consideration the increased value that would be given to any 
“‘lands or grounds through or over which the railway will pass, by reason of the 
# passive of the railway through or over the same, or by reason of the construction 
“of the railway, and to set off the increased value that will attach to the said lands 
“or grounds aguinst the inconvenience, loss or damage that might be suffered or 
“sustained by reason of the Company taking possossion of or using the said lands or 
“ grounds as aforesaid.” 

One of the Valuators further testified that, had they not applied the above section, 
they would have valued tho land taken at $500, instead of at El00 peracre; and this, 
be it remembered, was for land, that had been bought some three or four years before, 
for about five dollars per acre, and which, but for the railway, would probably be 
worth no more to-day. 

If the public were made to pay extravagant prices for the terminal grounds, 
they were, in the opinion of your Committee, made to pay more than an extravagant 

rice for the building known as the Neebing Hotel (of which a photograph has been 
led in evidence), which was erected after the owners—the Neebing Hotel Company 
—knew that they were placing it on the railway reserve. The builder stated in 
evidence that soon after he had commenced work in August, 1875, he had been 
warned by a Government Engineer that he was trespassing on the railway reserve; 
that he mentioned this fact to the confidential clerk of Messrs. Oliver, Davidson & Co., 
and was told by “him to goon. Messrs. Davidson & Brown, partners in that firm, 
were aware long before the hotel was commenced—as their evidence shows—that the 
land on which it was placed was part of that which was required by the Government. 
Oliver, Davidson & Co. were sharcholders in the Hotel Company ; Mr. Oliver was the 
President. Ifthe hotel was built after the owners knew, thatthe lund on which they 
placed it, was in the railway reserve, they were not entitled to payment or compen- 
sation of any kind, but the Government did pay them, through Oliver, Davidson & Co., 
$5,029 for it. In the case of the Hendrick Hotel, which was erected in the summer 
of 1875, and when Hendrick knew of the reservation, as testified to by Mr. Marks the 
Valuators ba-ed their valuation of the building on its actual cost, and that was estab- 
lished by affidavit; but in respect to the Neebing Hotel, there was no affidavit of the 
Labor employed, nor of the matérials uséd. Mr. Oliver promiséd to transmit such an 
affidavit, but none was received by thé Valuators. They reported the claim presented 
by the Neebing Hotel Company as oxcessive, and they disclaim having valued it, 
but mado a special report to the Government, in which they question the validity of 
the claim. It is as follows :— 

“In the claim of the Neebing Hotel Company, we are not prepared to recognize 
“the erection of this hotel, commenced in July, 1875, about six months after the 
“ reservation of the property had been made.” | 

Notwithstanding the clearly expressed opinions of the Valuators, and withont 
requiring proof of the correctness of the accounts, or even subjecting them to ‘mn 
examination, the amount claimed was paid in full to Oliver, Davidson & Co. Had 
any examination been made, it would at once have been discovered that an item of $5 10 
‘was twice charged for the two lots on which the hotel stands. (This sum was refunded 
to the Government by Mr. Brown immediately after the double payment was dis- 
covered by your Committee.) It wanld also have revealed a discrepancy of 882 1: 
the account for hardw:re, between the amount of the account and the vonchers 
attached thereto. Your ('ommittee also found, included in the $5,029 paid the Veebin 
Hotel Company, the sum of $500 charged for damages, but it has not been shown 
to the satisfaction of your Committee that any damaye had been sustained by the 
Company. Mr. Reid, one of the Valuators, in his evidence said that, if interest had 
been allowed on the expenditure, the Company would havo beon willing ta forezo 
the claim for damages. An amount of one hundred dollars was charged in the 
account for interest, ax well as the $500 for damages, and both were paid. 
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Your Comnnittoe is of opinion that the Government was grossly over-charged in 
this transaction, as it was understood by the Valuators that the Néebing Hotel 
Company only asked to be re-imbursed the cost of the building and of the Jand. 

Your Committee directs attention to the large discrepancy between the quantity 
of material charged in the account of Oliver, Davidson & Co., and which was paid by 
the Government, and that which Henderson, the builder, admitted having received. 
His statement of the materials which were used in the building, was confirmed by 
Mr. Taylor, an Engineer, who carefully measured them last year. Mr. Law, a builder, 
gave substantially the same evidence as to the quantity of material. The lumber and 
other material received by Henderson for the building from Oliver, Davidson & Co., 
but not useu by him, as well as a quantity of hardware, have not been accounted for 
to the satisfaction of your Committee. 

After having heard and weighed the evidence which has been adduced during the 
enquiry, your Committee tind it difficult to beliove tnat the persons who enriched 
themselves at the expense of the people of Canada had not in some way ascertained, 
in advance of the public, that the Government Lad determined to locate the terminus 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway on the town plot of Fort William, and in this 
connection your Committee call attention to the following evidence :— 

Messrs. Clark and Savigny, of Toronto, testified before your Committee that in the 
fall of 1874, Mr. Davidson, of Oliver, Davidson & Co., had told each of thom that he 
had been informed on very high authority that the terminus would be in the town 
plot, and that he had shown to each of them a plan or tracing, on which the lots 
required for the railway were “ colored in lake or pink ; ” that this coloring delineated 
with strict accuracy the lots which were afterwards taken by the Government; that 
Mesers. Clark and Savigny related to your Committee the circumstances which had 
impressed upon their memories, beyond the possibility of error, the date of Mr. David- 
.son's conversation, and that it could not have been held later in the season than the 
time named by them. Mr. Davidson stated that the convorsations referred to by 
Messrs. Clark and Savigny took place in the early part of 1875, and that he had 
obtained his information from his Solicitor, Mr. Leys, who, he believed, had got it 
in the Crown Lands Department at Toronto, and where, he believed, he also had got 
the plan of the town plot whereon the railway reserve was colored. 

Mr. Leys testified substantially to the same offoct. Mr. Mackenzie (the Prime 
Minister) in his ovidence before your Committoe stated that, in the autumn of 1874, he 
had written to Mr. Pardee, the Commissioner of Crown Lands of Ontario, informing him 
that the railway would probably go in the direction of the town plot, and requesting 
him to prevent, as far as possible, the taking up of lands there for speculative purposes. 

Mr. Mackenzie also stated in his evidence that, when he requested the Depart- 
ment of Justice toappoint Mr. Brown to act with the Valuators, he was not aware that 
Mr. Brown was one of the firm of Oliver, Davidson, & Co., but your Committee sub- 
mits that he might have been aware of it, for in the return (No. 52) toan Address of 
the Senate, which has been laid upon the tables of both Houses of Parliament during 
the present Session, will be found: “Articles of agreement (entered into on the 9th 
“day of February, 1875), made in duplicate between Adam Oliver, of the Town of 
“ Ingersoll, County of Oxford, Province of Ontario, lamber merchant ; Joseph Davidson 
“of the City of Toronto, County ot York, Province of Ontario, lumberer; and 
“ Peter Johnson Brown, of the said town of Ingersoll, Esq., carrying on together the 
“business of contractors, as partners under the name, style and firm of ‘ Oliver, 
“ Davidson & Company,’ of the first part, and Her Majesty Queen Victoria, repre- 
“sented herein by the Miniater of Public Works of the Daminion of Canada, of the 
“second part, etc.” These articles ot agreement wero for the construction of the 
Canadian Pacific Telegraph from Lake Superior to the Red River, and were signed first 
by Messrs. Oliver, Davidson and Brown, and, underneath, on behalf of the Queen, by 
Mr. Mackenzie, the Minister of Public Works, and countersigned by F. Braun, the 
Secretary of the Department. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

M. A. GIRARD, 
Chairman. 
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The Honorable Mr. Macpherson moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Atkins, 

That the said Report be adopted. ° 

The Honorable Mr. Haythorne moved in amendment, seconded by the Honorable. 
Mr. Simpson, 

That all the words after * Report” be struck out and the following substituted :— 

“That they have made diligent enquiries into all the matters submitted to them, 
have held 29 sittings, examined 29 witnesses on oath; inspected numerous maps, 
plans and documents, and have arrived at the following conclusions :— 

“Ist. That the selection of the Kaministiquia River as the western harbour of 
the Canada Pacific Railway on Lake Superior was most judicious; inasmuch as the 
said river affords ample space for wharfage, where vessels may lie in deep water, 

rotected from all winds, and discharge or load alongside the rails. 

“2nd. That access to the said river in its present state is neither difficult nor 
dangerous for ordinary lake steam vessels, drawing ten feet, or even more, and that 
it may be rendered both easy and safe for vessels drawing 13 feet, by the expenditure 
of a comparatively small sum in dredging. 

“3rd. That the dredging operations already effected on the bar have proved 
successful, and demonstrate beyond doubt the practicability of obtaining 13 feet of 
water there, with a channel 66 feet wide, by the expenditure of $18,050, and that 
any additienal width of channel which may be deemed necessary, may be obtained 
by a proportionate outlay. On this and other points connected therewith, your 

mmittee may be allowed to refer to the valuable evidence of Colonel Kingsford, 
who was specially omployed to report on the capabilities respectively of the 
Kaministiquia and Prince Arthur's Landing. . 

“4th, That, in view of the prospective increase in the size and draft of vessels 
navigating the lakes, the Kaministiquia may, without difficulty, be adapted to such 
increase, its bed being composed of alluvial deposits easily removed by dredging. 

“5th, That sevoral Master Mariners and Engineers of large experience have given 
in evidence their opinions, and agrec as to the unrivalled capabilities of the Kamin- 
istiquia, and its special adaptation for the purposes contemplated. 

Captain James B. Symes gave his experience as to the periods when he had 
entered or left the river and harbour of Thunder Bay, and confirmed it by extracts. 
from his ships’ log books extending over nine years, from 1869 to 1877 inclusive. 

“6th. Tnat an ample area for station grounds, conveniently situated on the river's 
bank, has been secured on favourable terms, and that in the opinion of your Com- 
mittee the Valuators appointed by Government performed the difficult duty of treat- 
ing with the owners of a number of town plots for the purchase thereof, with. 
discretion, firmness and integrity. 

«th. That the rival Port at Prince Arthur's Landing, though it undoubtedly 
possesses many advantages for ordinary traffic, is not so well adapted for a harbour 
and terminus as the River Kaministiquia and grounds adjacent; and in this opinion 
your Committee consider they are fully sustained by the valuable and independent 
testimony of Colonel Kingsford. 

‘“ All which is respectfully submitted.” 

The question being put thereon; the Committee divided: and the names were 
taken down as follow :— 


CoNTENTS : 

The Honorable Messieurs 
Haythorne, Simpson.—3. 
Scott, 

Non-ConNTENTSs : 

The Honorable Messieurs 
Aikins, Sutherland, 
Girard, Vidal, 


Macpherson, Wilmot.—6. 
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The Chairman declared the amendment lost, and 
The Report was then adopted, without amendment, on the same division. 
The Honorable Mr. Macpherson moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr,. 


Sutherland, 
That the motions, proceedings and votes of the Committee on this reference be 


reported to the House. 
The question being put thereon, the same was resolved in the affirmative. 


M. A. Grpagp, 
Chairman of the Committee. 


(For Proceedings of Committee, Vide Appendix No. 4.) 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Girard, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickey, . 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be taken into consideration by the House on. 
Friday next, 


The Order of the Day being read for the third reading of the Bill intituled: “An 
“ Act to provide for the Petter auditing of the Public Accounts,” as amended, 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

That the said Bill, as amended, be now read a third time. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the- 
affirmative, and 

The said Bill, as amended, was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill, as amended, shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. . 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill with several amendments, to which they - 
desire their concurrence. 


TheTHouse, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure, and pat into a 
Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act further securing: the 
“ Independence of Parliament.” 


In the Committee. 


The Title read and post ned, 
The Preamble read and postponed. 
The first Clanse was read and amended as follows: 
It was moved to leave out Sub-Section B., which was agroed to on the following : 
division : 
ConTENTS,—J8. 
Non-ContEents,—20. 


It was moved to leave out,— . 
Page 1, line 18.—* Clerk of the Peace,” which was agreedj to on the following : 


division :— 
ConrTENTS,—37. 


Noy-Conrents,—18, 


The following eight Clauses were reid and agreed to :— 
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The tenth Clause was read and, on a division, amended a3 follows:— 

Page 3, line 37.—Leave out from “ Senate” to “shall” in line 41, and after 
‘ contract” insert ‘ or.” 

Page 3, line 42.—Leave out “matter or thing.” 

Page 3, line 46.—Leave out “employment” and after “contract” insert “or.” 

Page 3, line 47.—Leave out “ matter or thing. 

It was then moved that the following Clause be added as Clause A :— 

Page 4, line ult.—After “subject” insert 


Clause A. 


‘¢ No member of the Senate or of the House of Commons of Canada, shall be 
appointed to any office, commission or employment, permanent or temporary, in the 
‘‘ service of Canada, to which any salary, fee, wages, allowances or emolument or 
“ profit of any kind is attached, unless he has ceased for twelve months previous to 
6 Fold a seat in the said Senate or House of Commons of Canada.” 

Which was negativcd. - 

The Title again read and agreed to. 

The Preamble again read and agreed to. 


After some time the House was resumed, and 

The Honorable Mr. Dickson, from the said Committee, reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same with certain 
-amendments. 

Ordered, That the said amendments be now received. 

And the same being read by the Clerk, . 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said amendments be taken into consideration by the House 
to-morrow. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Report of the 
‘Select Committee of tha Senate appointed to enquire :— 


“Ist. Whether the Fort Frances Lock when completed can be used for the pur- 
poses of commerce, in connection with the Canadian Pacific Railway, so as to form 
part of the through communication from Dake Superior to Manitoba, and if not, 
what{improvements will be indispensable (in addition to the said Fort Frances Lock) 
to afford unbroken communication for Steamers between the Railway Stations of Port 
Savanne (Lac des Mille Lacs) and Keewatin (Rat Portage) and the probable cost of 
such improvements ? ry 

“2nd. What will be the use to the Dominion of the said Fort Frances Lock if it 

-cannot be used for the purposes of Commerce, in connection with the Canada Pacific 
Railway, so as to form part of the said through communication ? 

“3rd What is the distance between the said Lock and tho point nearest to it on 
the Canada Pacific Railway ? 

“4th. What are the dimensions of the said Lock, its estimated and probable cost, 
the amount expended upon it and upon works connected with it, or in any way 
incidental to it, so far as is known; the appropriation from which the money 
expended upon it has been taken; whether such application of the money has boen 
in allcases according to law, and whether the sai Lock is being built by contract 
or otherwise ? 

“5th. And generallyto inquire into all matters relating to the Fort Frances Lock." 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Macpherson, seconded by the Honorable Mr 
Campbell, it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until to-morrow. 
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The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“An Act to amend the Act respecting the Election of Members of the House of 
“Commons.” 

The Honorable Mr. Ryan, with leave of the House, presented a Petition from 
His Honor Chief Justice Meredith and their Honors Judges Stuart, Bossé, Casault, 
McCord, Caron, Johnson, MacKay, Torrance, Dorion, Rainville, and Papineau of the 
Superior Court for the Province of Quebec, praying against certain provisions of the 
Bill intituled : ‘‘ An Act to amend the Act respecting the elections of Members of the House 
“of Commons,” imposing certain duties on Judges. 

Ordered, That the said Petition be now read and received. 

The same was then read by the Clerk. ; 

Ordered, That the said Petition do lie on the Table. 

The Honorable Mr. Pelletier then moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 

That the said Bill intituled: “An Act toamend the Act respecting the Elections 
4 of Members of the House of Commons,” be now read a second time. 

After Debate, 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 


as 
Ordered, That the said Bill be committod to a Committee of the Whole House 
to-morrow. 


it Ww 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day the Bill intituled : ‘ An Act to amend the Law 
“respecting Building Societies,” was read a second time. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Allan, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Campbell, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways. 


The House, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure, and put into a 
Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled : ‘ An Act to amend the Law relating 
“to Stamps on Promissory Notes and Bills of Exchange.” 





In the Committee. 


The Title read and postponed. 

The Preamble read and postponed. 

The five first Clauses read and agreed to. 

It was then moved that the following Clauses be added as Clauses A and B. 
Page 2, line 9.—After “ thereto ” insert Clause A and Clause B. 


Clause A. 


“ After a note or instrument requiring to be stamped under this Act has been 
“ settled or paid, no penalty shall be enforced against any party thereto,.or against 
“any person or corporation who had been the holder thereof, by reason of such note 
“or instrument having been insufficiently stamped,or the stamps thereon insufficiently 
“ effaced ; unless it be proved, that the party from whom a penalty is demanded, was 
“aware before, or at the date, of the maturity of such note or instrument, of the 
“defect in the stamping thervof, or im the effacing of the stamps thereon, and did not 
“thereupon affix double stamps thereto, in the manner provided by this Act. And 
“the reception of such note or instrument by any party to such note or instrument, 
“or by tho holder thereof, whether such holder be a Corporation or not, or by any 
“employer or agent of such party or holder, shall not be evidence sufficient to justify 
“a conviction or such penalty.” ' 

R 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Wilmot, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bellerose, 
it was 

Ordered, That owing to his illness, the Honorable Mr. Ferguson have leave of 
absence during the remainder of the Session. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Report of the 
Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: ‘“ An Act further securing the 
“ Independence of Parliament,” 

e Honorable Mr. Pelletier moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 

That the amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole, and which is 
as follows, viz :— Page 1, line 10.—Leave out from ‘ attached’ to ‘ No’ in line 12,” 
be rescinded. | 

The question of concurrence being put thereon; the House divided: and the 
names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 


CoNTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Baillargeon, Cormier, Mc Master, Power, 

, Haythorne, Paquet, * Scott, 
Bureau, Hope, Pelletier, Stevens, 
Chafers, Leonard, Penny, Wark.—18. 
Christie, (Speaker), McClelan (Hopewell), 

Non-CoNTENTS: 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikine, Carrall, Girard, Muirhead, 
Alexander, Chapais, Glasier, Read, 

Allan, Cochrane, . Hamilton (Inkerman), Ryan, 
Armand, Dever, Hamilton (Kingston), , 
Bellerose, Dickey, Haviland, Smith, 
Benson, Dickson, | Kaulbach, Sutherland, 
Rotsford, | Dumouchel, Mc Lelan( Londonderry), Trudel, 
Bourinot, Ferrier, Macpherson, idal, 
Campbell, Flint, Montgomery, Wilmot.—36. 


So it passed in the negative. 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

That the amendment made in the Committee of the Whole, and which is as. 
follows :— ‘ Page 1, line 13.—Leave out ‘Clerk of the Peace,” be rescinded. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon; the House divided: and the 
names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 


ConTENTs : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Baillargeon, Cormier, McMaster, Power, 
Brown, Haythorne, Paquet, Scott, 
Bureau, Hope, Pelletier, Stevens, 


Chaffers, — eonard, Penny, Wark.—18. 
Christie À Speaker), McCielan (Hopewell), 
> | 


ES ~ L 
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Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the House was adjourned during pleasure, and 
pat into a Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act to amend the Act 
“ respecting the Elections of Members of the House of Commons.” 


In the Committee. 


‘ After some time the House was resumod, and 
The Honorable Mr. Dickey, from the said Committee, reported that they had 
taken the said Bill into consideration, ,had made some progress therein, and had 
directed him to ask leave to sit again. 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, — 
it was 
Ordered, That the said Committee have leave to sit again to-morrow. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, acquainted the House that he had 
a Message from His Excellency the Governor General under his sign ma nual, which 
His Excellency had commanded him to deliver to this House. 

The same was then read by the Clerk, and is as follows :— 


Dufferin. 
The Governor General transmits to the Senate copies of a correspondence which 


has passed with Her Majesty’s Government, respecting the inclusion within the 
Boundaries of the Dominion of Territories on the North American Continent. 


GOVERNMENT House, . 
Ottawa, 2nd May, 1878. 


(For Correspondence, Vide Sessional Papers, No. 127.) 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House ‘“ Reports 
“ Railway Statistics of Canada, and Capital, Traffic and Working Expenditure of the 
“ Railways of the Dominion, 1866-7.” 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


- (Vide Sessional Papers, No. 96.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 12th March, 1878, 
praying His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, any 
correspondence that the Government may have had respecting the sale of Canadian 
built ships in France, on the same favorable terms as are enjoyed by vessels of British 
construction ; also, any information that the Government may be able to give to this 
House relative to the admission of French products into this country on more favour- 
able terms than at present. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 70.) 
The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return to 


an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 8th March, 1878, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
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copies of all Orders in Council, on the subject of the lands at the place known by the 
name of Rat River Settlement, and on the Red River, in the County of Provencher, as 
well as in the settlement of La Petite Pointe de Chênes, in tke Parish of Loretto, 
in the County of Selkirk, in the Province of Manitoba, taken possession of by actual 
settlement before or after the admission of the North-Western Territory into the 
Dominion, without regard to the improvements made upon those lands. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it 18 as follows :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 128.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House, a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 26th March, 1878; 
raying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a copy of ali 
ontracts, Telegrams and agreements made in and about, and relating to the Service 
of the Marine and Fishery Department at Prince Edward Island, since the entry of 
said Island into the Dominion, in July, 1873. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :-— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 129.) 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Wark, 
The House adjourned. 





Friday, 38rd May, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cormier, Hope, Pozer, 
Alexander, Cornwall, Kaulbach, Read, 
Alan, Dever, Leonard, Reesor, 
Armand, Dickey, McClelan, Ryan, 
Baillargeon, Dickson, McLelan, Scott, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, Me Muster, Seymour, 
Benson, Fabre, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macpherson, Skead, 
Bourinot, Flint, Miller, Smith, 
Brown, Girard, Montgomery, Stevens, 
Bureau, Glasier, Muirhead, Sutherland, 
Campbell, Guévremont, Odell, Trudel, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Inkerman),Päquet, Vidal, 
Chaffers, Hamilton (Kingston), Pelletier, Wark, 
Chapais, Haviland, Penny, Wilmot. 
Coc hrane, Haythorne, Power, 


PRAYERS 
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The Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), from the Committee on Banking 
Commerce and Railways, to whom was referred the Billintituled: “An Act toamend 
“the Law respecting Building Societies,” reported that they had gone through the 
said Bill, and had directed him to report the same with several amendments, which 
he was ready to submit whenever the House would be pleased to receive them. 

Ordered, That the Report be now received, and 

The said amendments were then read by the Clerk, as follow :— 

' Page 1, line ult.—After “ Societies ” insert “ carrying on business in the Province 
0 Ontari 9,” 


In the Title of the Bill. 


After “Societies ” insert “carrying on business in the Province of Ontario.” 

The said amendments being read a second time, and the question of concurrence 
put on each, they were severally agreed to’ 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Allan, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Campbell, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill, as amended, was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill, as amended, shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill with two amendments, wo which they 
desire their concurrence. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House, a Return 
toan Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 25th April, 1878; 
paying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, the 

port made to the Government by the Honorable A. Morris, Commissioner under the 
Act 38 Victoria, Chapter 53, on the putting into execution of that law and its opera- 
tion in the Province of Manitoba. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 132.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House, a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 14th March, 1878, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
copies of all contracts, specifications, advertisements, notices or information on which 
tenders were invited for the construction of Houses for the Engineers on the Branch 
of the Canada Pacific Railway from Fort William to Selkirk—giving the names of the 
papers in which such advertisements or notices appeared, the number of insertions 
given, the cost of each House and the distance of each from the eastern terminus, the 
names of the contractors or persons negotiating for such contracts, the number of 
Houses built to the present time, with the amount paid the contractor or contractors 
on each contract and the number of those Houses destroyed by fire, if any. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 20 k.) , 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House, * Supple- 
ment No. 2 tothe Tenth Annual Report of the Department of Marine and Fisheries, 
being for the Fiscal year ended 30th June, 1877; Reports of the Chairmen of the 
Boards of Steamboat Inspection and Examiners of Masters and Mates; The Toronto, 
Montreal, Quebec and Pictou Harbour Commissioners; The Pilotage Authorities ; The 











Harbour and Shipping Masters; The Port Wardens, and on the Harbour Police of 
Montreal and Quebec’; together with statement of Wrecks and Casualties, and list of 
rewards for saving Lifo Chiefly up to the 31st December, 1877,” 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 1.) 


The Honorable Mr. Penny moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Bureau, 

That an humble Address te presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid bofore this House, 
a Return giving copies of the Bill of Complaint and the Decree in the suit of Her 
Majesty's Attorney General for Canada, versus Haws, now pending in the Chancery 
Division of the High Court of Justice in England, and of the Reports or Letters 
from the Solicitors in England, in charge of the case, to the Department of Justice, 
shewing the result 80 far of the proceedings in the suit. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the samo was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the amendments 
made in Committee of the Whole House to the Bill intituled: “ An Act to amend 
“the Law relating to Stamps on Promissory Notes and Bills of Exchange,” and - 

The same being again read by the Clerk, and the question of concurrence put 
on each, they were severally agreed to. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill, as amended, be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill, as amended, was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill, as amended, shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill with several amendments, to which they 
desire their concurrence. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second roading of the Bill intituled: 
“ An Act for theamendment of the Law of Evidencein certain cases of misdemeanour,” 

The Honorable Mr. Campbell moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr, Allan, 

That the said Bill be now read a second time. 

After Debate, . 

The Honorable Mr. Bellerose moved, in amendment, seconded by the Honorable 
Mr. Dickey, 

To leave out the word “ now,” and after “ time ” to insert “ this day three months.” 

The question of concurrence being put thereon; the House divided: and the 
names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 


ConTENTs : 

The Honorable Messieurs 
Armand, Dever, Hamilton(Inkerman), Penny, 
Baillargeon, Dickey, Haviland, Pozer, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, Haythorne, Read, 
Botsford, Fabre, Hope, Reesor, 
Brown, Ferrier, Leonard, Ryan, 
Bureau, Flint, MeLelan( Londonderry), Simpson, 
Chaffers, Girard, Muirhead, Tr 
Chapais, Guévremont, Paquet, Wark.—33. 


Cormier, 
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Non-ConNTENTSs : 

The Honorable Messieurs 
Aikins, Dickson, Macfarlane, Scott, 
A ; Glasier, Macpherson, Seymour, 
Allan, Hamilton (Kingston), Miller, Skead, 
Benson, Kaulbach, Montgomery, Smith, 
Campbell, McClelan (Hopewell), Pelletier, Stevens.—23. 
Christie (Speaker), McMaster, Power, 


So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

The question being then put on the main motion, as amended, the same was also- 
resolved in the affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly. 

The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the Seventh 
Report of the Joint Committee of the Senat and House of Commons on the Printing 
of Parliament, and 

The same being again read by the Clerk, 

On motion of t e Honorable r. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, 
it was ) 

Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 

The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the Eighth 
Report of the Joint Committee of the Senate and House of Commons on the Printing 
of Parliament, and 

The same being again read by the Clerk, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simp$n, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Aikins,. 


Was 
Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


The Order of the Day being read for the consideration of the Second Report of 
the Select Committee appointed to continue the investigation and to inquire into all 
the questions relating to the purchase of the property at Fort William for a terminus 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway, 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Girard, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Alexander, 
it was 

Ordered, That the same be postponed until Monday next. 


The Order af the Day being read for the consideration of the amendment made 
by the Committee of the Whole House to the Bill intituled: “An Act further 
“securing the Independence of Parliament,” 

The Honorable Mr. Dickey moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Girard, 

That Clause ten of the Bill, as amended in Committee, be reconsidered and 
struck out. | 

The question of concurrence being put thereon ; the House divided : and the 
names being called for, they were taken as follow : — 


it 


CONTENTS : 

The Honorable Messieurs 
Aikins, Chapais, Hamilton (Inkerman), Muirhead, 
Alexander, Dever, Hamilton (Kingston),  Pdquet, 
Allan, Dickey, Haviland, Pozer, 
Armand, Dickson, ‘ Kaulbach, Read, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, McLelan( Londonderry), Ryan, 
Benson, Ferrier, Macfarlane, S ) 
Botsford, Flint, Macpherson, Sutherland, 
Bourinot, Girard, Miller, Trudel, 
Bureau, Glasier, Montgomery, , Wilmot.— 31. 
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Non-Conrents: 


The Honorable Messie 


Fabre, McMaster, 
Hoythorne, Pelletier, 
lope, Penny, 
iker), ‘Leonard, Power, 


‘MeClelan (Hopewell), Reesor, 


‘resolved in the affirmative, and 

wcordingly. 

rable Mr. Allan moved, seconded by th: 

following be substituted for the 10th C 

her securing the Independence of Parlis 

von being a member of the Senate, shall d 

a party to, or concerned in, any contra 

> be paid, and if any person, being a m 

fully become a party to or concerned 

itthe sum of two hundred dollars for e: 

x be such party or so concerned, and s 

erson who will sue for the same, by acti 

y Court of competent civil jurisdiction in Canada ; provided always, 
tall not prevent any Senatog who, at the passing of this Act, has any 
rhich the public money of Canada is to be paid, from completing sucl 
vender him liable to ‘he penalties imposed by this section, nor shall it 
anator liable for such penalties, by reason of his being a shareholder in 
ted Company, having a contract or agreement with the Government of 
% Companies undertaking contracts for the building of public works, and 
incorporated for the construction or working of any part of the Pacific 


stion of concurrence being put thereon, the same was on a division, 
\e affirmative, and 
iccordingly. 

Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
remainder of the amendments made in Committee ef the Whole be 


ition of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
e affirmative, and 

secordingly. 

motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 


as 5 
That the said Bill, as amended, be read a third time presently. 

Bill, as amended, was then read a third time accordingly. 

tion was put whether this Bill, as amended, shall pass? : 

solved in the affirmative. 

That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
1e Senato have passed this Bill with several amendments, to which they 
oneurrence, 


or of the Day boing read for again putting the House into a Committee 
on the Bill intituled : “ An Act to amend the Act respecting the Elec 
nbers of the House of Commons,” 

orable Mr. Ryan moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Ferrier, 

ean instruction tothe said Committee to amend the said Bill a8 
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Page 6, line 3.—Leave out from “a” to “ordinarily” on line 4, and insert “ Pro- 
“ thonotary.” 
Page 6, line 14.— 
“Tine 25.— 
«Tine 31+— 
“« Jine 38.— 


cé 1 

«cc ze D After “Judge” insert “or Prothonotary.” 
Page 7, line 11.— 

‘© line 13.— 

“line 18.— 

“line 22.— - 


The question of concurrence being put thereon; the House divided: and the 
names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 


CoNTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Alexander, Botsford, Ferrier, Ryan, 
Allan, Campbell, Hamitton (Inkerman), Smith, 
Carrall, Macpherson, Trudel, 
Bellerose, Chapais, Muirhead, Vidal.—16. 
Non-ConrEnts : 
: The Honorable Messieurs 
Baillargeon, Fabre, Mc Master | Read, 
B Flint, Macfarlane, Reesor, 
Bourinot, Girard, Miller, Scott, 
Brown, Haviland, Montgomery, Seymour, 
Chafers, Haythorne, Paquet, Simpson, 
Christie (Speaker), Hope, Pelletier, Stevens, 
Cormier, Kaulbach, Penny, Sutherland, 
Dever, Leonard, Power, Wark, 
Dickey, McClelan (Hopewell), ozer, Wilmot.—38. 
Dickson, McLelan (Londonderry), 


So it passed in the negative, and 

The House was then, according to Order, adjourned during pleasure, and put 
into a Committee of the Whole on the said Bill intituled: “An Act to amend the 
“Act respecting the Elections of Members of the House of Commons. 


In the Committee. 


After some time the House was resumed, and 

The Honorable Mr. Dickson, from the said Committee, reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same to the House 
without any amendment. 

The Honorable Mr. Pelletier moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 

That the said Bill be now read a third time. | 

The qu'stion of concurrence being put thereon, the same was, on a division, 
resolved in the affirmative, and 


May, 











The said Bill was then read a third time secordingly. 
The question was put whether this Bill shall pass 
It was, on a division, resolved in the affirmative. 
Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. 


A was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk to return 
the Bill intituled: “ An Act reapecting the Ontario Express and Transportation Com- 
“pany,” and to acquaint this House that they have agreed to the amendments made 
by the Senate to the said Bill, without any amendment. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk in the 
following words :— 


House or Commons, 
Friday, 3rd May, 1878. 


Resolved, That a Message be sent to the Senate, informing their Honors that this 
House hath passed an Address to Her Majesty, on the subject of the Nosth-Easterly, 
Northerly and North-Westerly Boundaries of Canada, and declaring it desirable that 
an Act of the Parliament of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland should 
be passed defining the same, and requesting their Honors to unite with this House in 
the said Ad:lress. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do carry the said Message to the Senate. 


Attest, 
ALFRED PATRICK, 
Clerk of the Commons. 


The said Address te Her Majesty, was then read by the Clerk as follows:— 


To the Queen's Most Excellent Majesty. 
Most Gracious SovEREIGN,— 


We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of Canada, in Parliament assembled, humbly beg leave to approach Your Majesty for 
the purpose of representing: 

‘hat doubts exist regarding the Northorly and North-Easterly Boundaries of 
the North-West Territories and Rupert's Land, transferred to Canada by Order of 
Your Majesty in Council, of the 23rd June, 1870, incorporating the Territories of the 
Hudson's Bay Company and the North-West Territories with Canada. 

That the discovery and working of minerals, in the vicinity of Cumberland 
Sound, have recently been reported, and other matters have transpired which make 
it important that all doubt respecting the jurisdiction of Canada over those parts of 
British North America should be removed with as little delay as possible. 

That correspondence has taken place on the subject, betweon the Government 
of Canada and the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
which, through the Right Honorable the Secretary of State for the Colonies, has 
intimated its willingness to transfer, to the Dominion of Canada, all the Territoriesin 
question, and has invited an expression of the views of the Government of Canada 
respecting the propriety of Legislation for that purpose. 

That it is expedient that the right of Canada to all of British North America, 
and the Islands adjacent thereto (not including the Province of Newfoundland) should 
be placed beyond question, and that the offer of Your Majesty’s Government 
transfer the said Territories to Canada be accepted. 


E: 
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That to avoid all doubt in the matter, it is desirable that an Act of the Parlia 
ment of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland should be passed defining 
the North-Easterly, Northerly and North-Westerly Boundaries of Canada, as follows, 
that is to say: On the East by the Atlantic Ocean, which boundary shall extend 
towards the North by Davis Straits, Bafin's Bay, Smith's Straits and Kennedy 
Channel, including all the Islands in and adjacent thereto, which belong to Great 
Britain by right of discovery or otherwise; on the North the Boundary shall be so 
extended as to include the entire continent to the Artic Ocean, and all the Islands in 
the same Westward to the one hundred and forty-first meridian West of Greenwich ; 
and on the North-West by the United States Territory of Alaska. 

That it is desirable that the Parliament of Canada, on the transfer of the before 
mentioned Territories being completed, should have authority to legislate for their 
future welfare and good government, and the power to make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting them, the same as in the case of the other Territories; and the 
Parliament of Canada expresses its willingness to assume the duties and obligations 
consequent thereon. | 


' TimoTHy WARREN ANGLIN, 
Speaker, 
House or Commons, 
Friday, 3rd May, 1878. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

To agree with the House of Commons by filling up the blank with “ Senate and.” 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was unanimously 
resolved in the affirmative. 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

That His Honor the Speaker do sign the said Address on behalf of this House. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was also resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly, - 

Ordered, That one of the Masters in Chancery do go down to the House of 
Commons, and acquaint that House that the Senate have agreed to the said Address 
to Her Majesty the Queen, by filling up the blank with the words “ Senate and.” 


The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
in the following words : — 


To His Excellency the Right Honorable Sir Frederick Temple, Earl of Dufferin 
Viscount and Baron Clandeboye, of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the Peerage of 
the United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin.and Clandeboye, of Ballyleidy and Killeleagh, in 
the County Down, in the Peerage of Ireland, and a Baronet, Knight of the Most 
Illustrious Order of Saint Patrick, Knight Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished 
Order of Saint Michael and Saint George, and Knight Commander of the Most Hon- 
orable Order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, and Vicc-Admiral of the 
same, &c., &c., dc. 


May rr PLEASE Your ExCELLENCY,— 


We the Senate of Canada in Parliament assembled have agreed to an 
Address to Her Majesty on the subject of the North-Easterly, Northerly, and North- 
Westerly Boundaries of Canada declaring it desirable that an Act of the Parliament of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland should be passed defining the same 
and respectfully to request that Your Excellency will be pleased to transmit the 
said Address in such a way as to Your Excellency may seem fit, in order that it 
may be laid at the Foot of the Throne. 


xt 








ing put thereon, the same was unanimously 


seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
» sign-the last mentioned Address on behalf of 


ing put thoreon, the same was also resolved in 


in Chancery do go down to the House of Com- 
the Senate have passed this Address, to which 


le Mr. Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
lay next, at Three o’clock in the afternoon. 








6th May, 1878. 


4VID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


morable Messieurs 


Hope, Pozer, 
Howlan, Read, 
Kaulbach, Reesor, 
Leonard, Ryan, 
McClelan, Scott, 
McDonald, Seymour, 
McLelan, Sim 
Me Master, Skead, 
Macfarlane, Smith, 
Macpherson, Sutherland, 
Montgomery, Trudel, 
Péquet, Vidal, 
ston), Pelletier, Wark, 
Penny, Wilmot. 
Power, 


sary of State, presented to the Honse a Retur” 
Governor General, dated the 29th April, 1878 
ve laid before this House a copy of the Pilotage 
Jommissioners of Pilots for the Port of Arichat, 


the Table, and it is as follows :— 
‘onal Papers, No. 139.) 
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The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 13th February, 
1878, praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, all 
surveys and Reports made by any Government Engineer within the last six years, in 
relation to the breakwater at West Arichat, in the Island of Cape Breton. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :-— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 138.) 


The Hororable Mr. Bureau, from the Joint Committee of the Senate and House. 
of Commons on the Printing of Parliament, presented their Ninth Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk as follows :— 


ComMMITTER Room, 
3rd May, 1878. 


The Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing of Parliament beg leave to- 
present the following as their Ninth Report :— 


The Committee carefully examined the following documents and recommend that 
they be printed :— 


Two Returns to Addresses of last Session, Nos. 67,—Relating to the construction 
and building of Ingonish Harbor, Nova Scotia (being a reference to the Committee by 
the House of Commons.) (For distribution only and without the map.) 

Return to Address,—Shewing amounts of six lowest tenders received in Septem- 
ber or October, 1873, for Sections 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 12, 13 and 14 of the new Welland Canal,. 
with names of tenderers ; also same for 1874, &c. (Condensed.) 

Return to Order,—Shewing receipts for Customs and Excise, British Columbia, for 
the six months ending on December 31st last; also, Customs and Excise collected on 
Stickine Riv er for same period, &e. 

Return to Address,—Report, with map, on the probable boundary line between 
British Columbia and Alaska, with copy of Treaty between Great Britain and Russia: 
respecting said boundary. (Jn Sessional Papers only, with Maps.) 


4 


The Committee also recommend that the following documents be not printed: — 


Report by Sandford Fleming, C.M.G., Engineer-in-Chief, in reference to the loca- 
tion of the line, and a Western Terminal Harbor of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

Return to Address.—Orders in Council relating to the recent seizure of Mr J. K. 
Boswell’s Brewery in the City of Quebec, &c. 

Return to Order,—Statemont of the names of Railway Companies who entered in 
Bond, since Ist July, 1867, Locomotives, Engines, Cars, or other Railway Stock, &c. 

Return to Order,—Correspondence relating to the dismissal of R. McNeil, Esq., 
as Shipping Officer at Little Glace Bay, Cape Breton County. 

Report Progress of the Geological Survey of Canada, by A. R. C. Selwyn, F.RS... 
F.G.S., Director, tor the year 1876-7. 

Message,—Transmitting correspondence with Her Majesty’s Government respect- 
ing the inclusion within the boundaries of the Dominion of territories on the North 
American Continent. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

J. SIMPSON, 
Chairman. 


On motion of the Honorable Mr. Bureau, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Perny,. 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Report be taken into consideration by the House- 
to-morrow. 
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Tuesday, 7th May, 1878. 


Tho Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. ‘ 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Atkins, Cormier, Howlan, Fozer, 
Alexander, Dever, Kaulbach, * Read, 
Allan, Dickson, Leonard, Reesor, 
Armand, Dumouchel, McClelan, Ryan, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, McLelan, Scott, 
Bellerose, Ferrier, Mc Master, Seymour, 

ERSOR, Flint, Macfarlane, Simpson, 
Botsford, Girard, Macpherson, Skead, 
Bourinot, Glasier, iller, Smith, 
Brown, Guévremont, Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Bureau, Hamilton (Kingston), Pdquet, rudel, 
Campbell, Haviland, Pelletier, Vidal, 
Carrall, Haythorne, Penny, Wark, 
Chaffers, Hope, Power, Wilmot. 
Chapais, 

PRAYERS : 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the Report of 
the Select Committee of the Senate appointed to enquire :— 

“Ist. Whether the Fort Frances Fook when completed can be used for the pur- 
poses of commerce, in connection with the Canadian Pacific Railway, so as to form 

rt of the through communication from Lake Superior to Manitoba, and if not, what 
improvements will be indispensable (in addition to the said Fort Frances Lock) to 
afford unbroken communication for Steamers between the Railway Stations of Port 
Savanne ( Lac des Mille Lacs) and Keewatin (Rat Portage) and the probable cost of 
such improvements ? 

“2nd. What will be the use to the Dominion of the said Fort Frances Lock if it 
cannot be used for the purposes of Commerce, in connection with the Canada Pacific 
Railway, so as to form part of the said communication ? 

“3rd. What is the distance between the said Lock and the point nearest to it on 
the Canada Pacific Railway ? 

“4th. What are the dimensions of the said Lock, its estimated and probable cost, 
the amount expended upon it and upon works connected with it, or in any way 
incidental to it, so far as is known; the appropriation from whieh the money 
expended upon it has been taken; whether such application of the money has been 
in all cases according to law, and whether the said Lock is being built by contract or 
otherwise ? 

Loc Roth And generally to inquire into all matters relating to the Fort Frances. 


And the same being again read by the Clerk, 
8 
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3rd. The total quantities and their value of Sawed Lumber, in White and Red 
Pine, Walnat, Whitewood, Oak, Elm, Ash or any other sawed lumber, imported into 
Canada by water or by rail between the 1st April, 1877, and 1st January, 1878, from 
the United States of America, and at what Port or Station they were delivered for 
landing or for shipment from Canada, 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows -— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 139) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return to 
an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 3rd May, 1878, praying 
that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a Return 
giving copies of the Bill of Complaint and the Decree in the suit of Her Majesty’s 

ttornéy General for Canada, versus Hawes, now pending in the Chancery Division 
of the High Court of Justice in Hngland and of the Reports or Letters from the 
Solicitors in England in charge of the case, to the Department of Justice, shewing 
the result so far of the proceedings in ths suit. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 143) 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk in the 
following words :— 


| House or Commons, 
e | Monday, 6th May, 1878. 


Resolved, That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint their Honors that 
this House disagreos to their amendments to the Bill (No. 52) intituled: ‘“ An Act 
to amend ‘ The Canadian Pacific Railway Act, 1874,’” for the following reasons :— 


Because it is contrary to the uniform practice of Parliament that contracts into 
which the Executive is authorized to enter should be made subject to the approval of 
the Upper Chamber. 


Because in recognition of the practice the Executive was authorized by the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Act of 1874, to make all contracts for the construction of 
that great work subject to the approval of the House of Commons only. 


Because in farther recognition of the practice the Executive was by the same 
Act authorized to make contracts for leasing or working one of the Branch Railways 
in connection with any other Railway subject to the approval of the House of 
Commons only. 

. 


Because on the principle on which the approval of the Senate was not required 
to such contracts, it ought not to be required to a contract for leasing or working 
another of the Branch Railways. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do carry the said Message to the Senate. 


Attest. 
ALFRED PATRICK, 
Clerk of the Commons. 


“jv Jui max, 4 1070 








The Honorable Mr. Campbell moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Botsford, 

That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons, and carry back the Bill 
intituled: ‘“ An Act to amend TheCanadian Pacific Railway Act, 1874,” and acquaint 
them that the Senate doth insist on thoir amendments made to the said Bill to which 
the Commons disagree, and for the following reasons, viz :— 

1. That the Senate doth insist on the said amendment for the reason that without 
it the Bill would provide for the disposal of public property for a term of years 
without obtaining the sanction of both Houses to the terms of the transfer. 

2. And for the reason that the terms of the lease of a railway running foe forcign 
eountry, and forming the only outlet for the Province of Manitoba and the North-West 
Territories, until the completion of the Pacific Railway easterly from Red River, 
involve questions of public policy likely materially to affect the course of traffic and 


the prosperity of the Dominion, and is one of those ments which should be laid 
on the Table of the Senate as well as on that of the Commons before becoming 
operative, 


3. And for the reason that the practice of Parliament referred to in the first | 
reason given in the Message from the House of Commons has never extended beyond 
contracts for the completion of Public Works, for which money voted by the | 
Commons is in the course of being expended, other contracts having been constantly | 
submitted for the approval of both Houses,—for example :— | 

(a.) The transfer of the Windsor Branch Railway, Nova Scotia, to the Western 
Counties Railway Company, and for the working it in the meantime’ Resolution of 
the Commons, 23rd May, 1873, and of the Senate of the same day, Chap. 16 of the 
Statatos of 1874. | 

(8.) The transfer of the Pictou and Truro Railway authorized to be made to any | 
Company constructing a Railway to the Gut of Canso, and to provide for itstemporary | 
disposition in the meantime. lation of the House of Commons, 19tf May, 1874, | 
Chap. 46 of the Statutes of 1877. 

(c.) Contract for the Ocean Mail service in 1869 (32 and 33 Vic., Chap. 5), and | 
that in 1873 (36 Vic., Chap. 33) on account of their general bearing on the trade 
and business of the Dominion, were made subject to ratification by both Houses of | 
Parliament. 

4. The Pacific Railway Act of 1874 was only submitted to the Senate towards 
the very close of the Sessions, and was in Committee the day before the prorogation ; 
the Bill was not considerod clause by clause, and the provision for leastag à Branch 
Railway to connect the Eastern terminus of the Pacific Railway with existing or 
proposed lines of Railway escaped observation, or it would not have been sanctioned. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon; tho House divided: andthe | 
names being called for, they were taken down as follow :— | 


CoNTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Read, 
‘Alexander, Chapais, Haviland, Ryan, 

Allan, Dever, Howlan, Seymour, 
Armand, Dickson, Kaulbach, Skead, . 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, McLelan (Londonderry), Smith, 
Benson, Ferrier, Macfarlane, Trudel, 
Botsford, Flint, ‘Macpherson, Vidal, 
Bourinot, Girard, Mills, Wilmot.—35. 


Campbell, Glasier, Montgomery, 
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Non-CoNTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Baillargeon, Fabre, McMaster, Reesor, 
Brown, | Haythorne, Pelletier, Scott, 
Chafers, Hope, Penny, Simpson, 
Christie (Speaker), Leonard, Power, Sutherland, 
Cormier, McClelan (Hopewell), Pozer, Wark.—20. 


. 


So it was resolved in the affirmative, and 
Ordered accordingly. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk in the 
following words :— 


House or Commons, 
Monday, 6th May, 1878. 


Resolved, That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint their Honors that 
this House hath agreed to their Address to His Excellency the Governor Goneral, 
praying him to transmit the Joint Address of both Houses to Her Majesty, on the 
subject of the North-Eastorly, Northorly and North Westerly Boundaries of Canada, 
and declaring it desirable that an Act of the Parliament of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britainand Ireland should be passed detining the same in such a way as to 
His Excellency may seem fit, in order that the same may be laid at the foot of the 
Throne, by filling up the blank with the words “ and Commons.” 

Ordered, That the Clerk do carry the said Message to the Senate. 


Attest. 
ALFRED PATRICK, 
Clerk of the Commons. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

That the said Joint Address of both Houses to Her Majesty, and also the Joint 
Address to His Excellency the Governor General, be prosented to His Excellency by 
such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk to return 
the Bill intituled : ‘“‘An Act respecting the Traffic in Intoxicating Liquors,” and to 
acquaint this House that they have passed the said Bill with several amendments, 
to which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 


The said amendments were then read by the Clerk, as follows :— 


Page 5, line 40.—Leave out from “ papers ” to “all.” 

Page 6, line 12.—Leave out “of” where it occurs the second time and insert 
ét or.” 

Page 6, line 27.—Leave out from “ballot” to “shall” and insert “of each voter 
“shall be a printed paper in this Act called a ballot paper, with a counterfoil, and 
“the ballot paper and countorfoil.” . 

Page 6, line 45.—After “ officer ” insert “or any Deputy Returning officer.” 

Page 9, line 3.—After “on” insert “on the back of.” 
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Page 9, line 4.—Leave out from “initials’ to “ Provided ” in line 5, and insert 
‘ so placed that when the ballot is folded thoy can be seen withont opening it; and 
“on the countorfoil to which he shall have placed a number corresponding to that 
“ opposite the voter’s name on the voters’ list.” 

Page 9, line 7.— Leave out from “ paper” to “ take” in line 8. 

Page 9, line 32.—Leave out from “ paper ” to “ shall ” in line 33. 

Page 9, line 37.—Leave out from “up” to “every” in line 43, and insert “80 
“that tbe initials on the back can be seen without oponing it, and hand it to the 
“ Deputy Returning Officer, who shall, without unfolding it, ascertain by examining 
“his initials and the number upon the counterfoil, that it is the same that he fur- 
“ nished to the elector, and shall first detach and destroy the counterfoil, and shali 
“ then immediatcly, and in the presence of the elector, place the ballot paper in the 
ballot box.” 

Page 9, line 46.—Leave out from “ paper” to “out” in line 47. 

Page 10, line 7.—Leave out from “paper” to “in” in line 8. 

Page 11, line 15.—Leave out from “paper” to “ given” and leave out from 
“that” to “cannot” in line 16 and insert “ it.” 

Pago 11, line 18.—Leave out from ‘ paper” to “in.” 

Page 11, line 25.—Leave out from “ officer” to “and” in line 29. 

Page 11, line 29.—Leave out “finally.” 

Page 13, line 44.—Leave out from “ papers” to “and” in line 45. 

Pape 15, line 2.—Leave out from “ paper” to “ or.” 

Page 23, line 10.—After “ annual ” insert “ or semi-annual.” 

Page 25, linc 32.—Loave out “lager” and insert “ale or.” 

Page 25, line 39.—Leave out “lager” and insert “ale or.” 

Page 28, line 11.—After “Justices” insert “of the Peace.” 

Page 32, line 8.—Leave out from “kegs” to “or” where it occurs the first time 
on line 9. 

Page 86, line 22.— Leave out from “ ballots” to “ voters.” 

Page 37.—At the end of Schedule E insert the following :— 


Io OSS 


The dotted line will be a line of perforation for easily detaching the counterfoil. 


Page 38, line 9.—Leave out from “only” to “and” in line 10.and insert “with 
“ the number and the initials of the Deputy Returning Officer.” 

Page 38, line 10.—After “ deliver ” insert “ it.” 

Page 38, line 13.—Leave out from “ papers” to “he” in line 14. 

Page 38, line 16.—After “ the ” where it occurs the second time insert “ Ballot.” 

Pago 38, line 17.—Leave out from “on” to “ by” and insert “ it.” 

Page 38, line 20.—Leave out from “ paper” to “ out.” 

Page 40, line 2.—Leave out from “ paper ” to “after” in line 3. 





The same being again read by the Clerk, 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said amendments be agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Sonate doth agree to the amendments made to the last mentioned 
Bill, without any amendment. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
That when this House adjourns this day, it do stand adjourned until to-morrow 
at half-past eleven o’clock in the forenoon. ~ 


0 
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The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 


Ordered accordingly. 


The ‘Honorable Mr. Macpherson, from the Select Committee appointed 
to enquire into the best means to be adopted to obtain correct Reports of the Debates 
and Proceedings of the Senate, and for the publication of the same, and to report from 
time to time their views to the House, presented their Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk as follows :— 


Tue SENATE, 
Cortes Room, 
Tth May, 1878. 


The Select Committee appointed to inquire into the means to be adopted to 
obtain correct réports of the Debates and Proceedings of the Senate, and for the publi- 
cation of the same, and to report from time to time their views to the House, beg 
leave to report that they have considered the question of reporting the Debates of 
the Senate during the next Session of Parliament, and recommend that additional 
information be procured by the Chairman and the Honorable Messrs. Brown and 
Campbell. 


All which is respectfully submitted. 


D, L. MacPHERson, 
Chairman, 


And the same being again read by the Clerk, 

On motioti of the Honorable Mr. Macpherson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Allan, it was, 

Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


The Honorable Mr. Simpson. from the Joint Committee of the Senate and House 
ot Commons on the Printing of Parliament, presented their Tenth Roport : 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk as follows :— 


CommitTes Room, 
6th May, 1878. 


The Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing of Parliament beg leave 
to present the following as their Tenth Report : 


The Committee carefully examined the following documents and recommend 
that they be printed :— 


Return to Address (Senate),—Copies of all documents and pleadings relating to 
the questions decided by the award rendered at Halifax on the subject of the 
indemnity of five million five hundred thousand dollars, under the Treaty of 
Washington, particularly the Twenty-second and Twenty-third Articles of that Treaty 
and all copies of all letters and despatches between Her Majesty’s Government and 
those of the United States of America and of Canada on the same subject since the 
rendering of the award. (500 copies in English and 200 copies in the French language). 

Return to Address (Senate),—Copies of all contracts, &., on which tenders were 
invited for the construction of Houses for the Engineers on the Branch of the Canada 
Pacific Railway from Fort William to Selkirk. (Condensed.) 

Return to Address (Senate),—Statement setting forth names of the Foreign 
Mutual Life and Stock Companies that have not complied with the Consolidated 
Insurance Act of last Session in respect of deposits for future business, &c. 


\ 
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Return to Address (Senate),—Report made by Honorable A. Morris, Commissioner 
under the Act 38 Vic., Cap. 53, on the putting into execution of that law and its 
operation in Manitoba. 

Report of the Select Standing Committee (House of Commons), —On Immigration 
and Colonization. (20,000 copies in English and 10,000 copies in French.) 


The Committee also respectfully recommend that the following documents be not 
printed :— . 

Return to Address (Senate),—Reports, &c., made within the last two years in 
connection with the enlargement of St. Peter's Canal, in the Island of Cape Breton. 

Return,—Shewing the average number of Dominion Police employed during each 
month of the year ended 31st December, 1877, &. | 

Return to Address (Senate),—Correspondence respecting the sale of Canadian- 
built ships in France on the same favorable terms as are enjoyed by vessels of British 
construction. 

Return to Address (Senste),—On the subject of the lands at Rat River Settlement, 
and on the Red River, in the County of Provencher, &., taken possession of for actual 
settlement before or after the admission of the North-West Territory into the 

ominion. 

Return to Address (Senate),—Contracts, &c., relating to theservice of the Marine 
and Fishery Department at Prince Edward Island since July, 1873. 

Return to Order,—Shewing the several sums; cf money paid out of the $39,256.01 
deposited in the Bank of Montreal, to pay certain parties for land taken for Canal 

urposes. 
P Return to Address,—Correspondence respecting the ponsions for public officers 
who were in the service of British Columbia at the date ef Union, 1871. 

Return to Address (Senate),—Reports, &c., connected with the improvement of 

the navigation of the River St. John, at the Oromocto Shoals. 


All which is respectfally submitted. 


J. SIMPSON, 
Chairman. 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Reesor 


it was 


Ordered, That the said Report be taken into consideration by the House 
to-morrow. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Botsford, | 


The House adjourned until to-morrow at half past eleven o’clock in the forenoon. 
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Wednesday, 8th May, 1878. 


The Members convened were 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Cormier, Howlan, Pozer, 
Alexander, ever, Kaulbach, Read, 
Allan, Dickson, Leonard, Reesor, 
Dumouchel, McClelan, Ryan, 

Baillargeon, Fabre, Mc Donald, Scott, 

ellerese, Ferrier, Mc Lelan, Seymour, 
Benson, Fiint, Mc Master, Simpson, 
Botsord, Girard Macfarlane, Skead, 
Bourinot, Glasier, Macpherson, Smith, 

TOun, Guévremont, Miller, Sutherland, 
Burau, Hamilton (Kingston), Montgomery, Trudel, 
Campbell, Haviland, Pelletier, Vidal, 
Carrill, Haythorne, Penny, Wark, 
Chafers, ope, Power, Wilmot 
Chazais, 

PRAYERS : 


The Honorable Mr. Miller moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Dickson, 

Chat an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor General, 
prayng that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
copies of all Pilotage Rules and Regulations made by the Commissioners of Pilots for 
the Ports of Pictou, Sydney and North Sydney, and approved by the Governor in 
Countil. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor 
General by such Members of this House as are Members of the Privy Council. 


Or motion of the Honorable Mr. Bellerose, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Fabre, 


it was 

Ortered, That the Fourteenth Rule of this House be suspended. 

Tha, the;Honorable Mr. Bellerose moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Fabre, 

Tha: copies vf all documents and pleadings relating to the questions decided by 
the awarl rendered at Halifax on the subject of the indemnity of five million five 
hundred thousandfdollars, under the Treaty of Washington, particularly the Twenty- 
second aid Twenty-third Articles of that Treaty, and copies of all letters and des- 
patches between Her Majesty’s Government and those of the United States of America 
and of Canada on the same subject, since the rendoring cf the award laid before this 
House, in Return to an Address on the Twenty-fourth day of April last, be translated 
into Frenci under the superintendence of the Cierk of the Senate, by persons to be 
selected forthat purpose Ay the Honorable Messieurs Chapais and Bureau. 
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The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 
Ordered accordingly. 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the éonsideration of the Second 
Report of the Select Committee appointed to continue the investigation and to 
inquire into all the questions relating to the purchase of the property at Fort Wilkam 
for a terminus of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

* And the same being again read by the Clerk, 

The Honorable Mr. Girard moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Atkins, 

That the said Second Report be adopted. 

After Debate, 


The House was adjourned during pleasure. 


After some time the House was resumed, and 


The question of concurrence being put on the Honorable Mr. Girard’s motion, 
Viz. :-—® 

That the Second Report of the Select Committee appointed to continue the 
inquiry into the purchase of property at Fort William be adepted ; 
oll The House divided: and the names being called for, they were taken down as 
OLLOW :— o 


CONTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Read, 
Alexander, Chapais, Havitand, Ryan, 
Allan, Dever, Kaulbach, | Seymour, 
Armand, Dickson, McLelan( Londonderry), Smith, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, Macpherson, Trudel, 
Benson, Ferrier, Miller, Vidal, 
Rotsford, Flint, Montgomery, Wilmot.— 30. 
Campbell, Girard, 

Non-Conrents : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Baillargeon, Fabre, Mc Master, Reesor, 
Brown, Haythorne, Pelletier, Scott, 
Chaffers, Hope, Penny, Simpson, 
Christie, (Speaker), Leonard, Power, Wark.—18. 
Cormier, McClelan (Hopewell), 


So it was resolved in the affirmative, and 
Ordered accordingly. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intituled: “An Act to authorize the advance of cortain sums to the Province of 
© Manitoba, in aid of the Public Schools therein,” to which they desire the concar- 
rence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 
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On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by tho Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it Was 
_ Ordered, That the Forty-first Rule of this House be dispensed with, in so far as 
it relates to the said Bill, and that the same be read a second time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly. 

Then on motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by tho Honorable Mr. 
Pelletier, it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third timo accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill without any amendment. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

That when this adjourns at six o’clock this afternoon, it do stand adjourned until 
eight o’clock this evening,—the same to be a distinct sitting. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmativo, and 

Ordered accordingly. 


A Message was brought from the Honse of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intitaled: *‘ An Act for the better prevention of crimes of violence in certain parts of 
“ Canada, until the end of the next Session of Parliament,” to which they desire the 
concarrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

, On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

it was _ 

x Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time at the next sitting of the 
ouse. 


_ À Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a Bill 
intitaled: “An Act to amend the Act Thirty-seventh Victoria, Chapter eight, intituled : 
“* An Act to impose License Duties on Compounders of Spirits; to amend the Act 
“‘ respecting the Inland Revenue, and to prevent the adulteration of Food, Drink and 
“* Draga,’” to which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 
4 On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a second time at the next sitting of the House. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Hamilton (Kingston), secondod by the 
Honorable Mr. Botsford, | 
The House adjourned until eight o'clock this evening. 
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At Eight o'clock in’the evening the House met. 
The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Chapais, Hope, Pozer, 
Alexander, Cormier, Howlan, ly 
Allan, Dever, Kaulbach, Reesor, 

À Dickson, Leonard, Ryan, 
Baillargeon, Dumouchel, McClelan, Scott, 
Bellerose, Fabre, McLelan, your, 
Be Ferrier, McMaster, Simpson, 
Botsford, int, Macpherson, SI 

rown, Girard, Miller, Smith, 
Bureau, Gudvremont, Montgomery, Trudel, 
Campbell, Hamilton (Kingston), Pelletier, Vidal, 
-Carrall, Haviland, Penny, Wark, 
Chafers, Haythorne, Power, Wilmot, 


The House, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure, and put into 
Committee of the Whole on the Bill intituled: “An Act to amend the Act Chapter 
“Eleven, Thirty-eighth Victoria, intituled: ‘An Act to establish a Supreme Court 
“*and a Court of Exchequer for the Dominion of Canada.’”” 


(In Committee.) 


Title read and postponed. 

Preamblo read and postponed. 

The first Clause was read and agreed to. 

On the second Clause being read, it was moved to amend the same as follows:— 

Page 1, line 20.—After “ the” insert “ Highest,” which being objected to, and 
the Contents and Non-Contents being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 


Conrents, 16. 
Non-Conrents, 15. 


So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

And the Clause being again read as amended, 

1t was moved further to amend the same as follows :— 

Page 1, line 34,—Leave out from “ Majesty” to “ Provided” in line 37. 

Which being objected to, and the Contents and Non-Contents being called for, 
they were taken down as follow :— 


Conrents, 16. 
Non-Contents, 15. 


So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

And the Clause being again read as amended, 

It was moved furthor to amend the same as follows :— 

Page 2, line 15.—Aftor “ by-laws ” insert “for the passing of which the vote of 
“the freeholders or of the ratopayers is required.” 

Which being objected to, was, on a division resolved in the negative. 
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The third Clause was read and agreed to. 
Title read and agreed to. 
Preamble read*and agreed to. 


After some time the House was resumed, and 

The Honorable Mr. Ryan, from the said Committee, reported that they had gone: 
through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same with certain 
amendments. 

Ordered, That the said amendments be now received. 

And the said amendments being read a second time were agrecd to. . 

The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

That the said Bill, as amended, be now read a third time. 

The Honorable Mr. Bellerose moved in amendment, seconded by the Honorable 
Mr. 

That all the words after “be” in the main motion be left out and to insert in - 

lieu thereof, ‘amended by inserting in page 2, line 14, after “ by-laws” the words 
“ for the passing of which the vote of the freeholders or of the ratepayers is required.” 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
negative. 

The question being then put on the main motion, the same was resolved in the 

affirmative, and 

The said Bill, as amended, was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill, as amended, shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill with several amendments, to which 
they desire their concurrence. 


The House, according to Order, proceeded to the consideration of the Tenth 
Report of the Joint Committee of the Renate and House of Commons on the Printing . 
of Parliament, and 

The same being again read by the Clerk, - 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Simpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Aikine, 
it was 
Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


The Order of the Day being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled : 
“An Act for the better prevention of crimes of violence in certain parts of Canada 
“until the end of the next Session of Parliament,” 

The Honorable Mr. Pelletier moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 

That the said Bill be now read a second time. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly. 

Ordered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
presently. | 

The House was then, according to Order, adjourned during pleasure, and put 
into a Committee of the Whole on the said Bill. | 





In Committee, 


Title read and postponed. 
Preamble read and postponed. 
The first five Clauses read and agreed to, 
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The sixth Clause read and amended, as follows :— 

Pago 2, line 15.—Leave out from “arms” to “are” in line 16. 

Pago 2, line 22.—Leave out “ more than five ” and insert “ arms, ” 

‘The three following Clauses were read and to. 

The following amendment was then read and agreed to on a division :— 

Page 2, line 45.—Leave out from “determine” to “The,” where it occurs the 
first time in 3 line 7, and insert 

«10. osoever is charged with having committed any offence against the pro- 
“ visions of the third section of this Act may be tried and dealt with by three Jus 
“tices of the Peace, or by any functionary or tribunal invested by the proper Legis 
“lative Authority, with power to do alone such acts as are usually required to be 
“done by two or more Justices of the Peace in pursuance of the Act passed in the 
4 Session held in the thirty-second and thirty-third years of Her Majesty’s reign, 
“ Chapter Thirty-one, intituled : ‘An Act respecting the duties of Justices of the Peace 
“out, of Sessions, in relation to summary convictions and orders.’ ” 

‘Title again read and agreed to: 

Preamble again read and agreed to. 


After some tine the House was resumed, and 

The Honorable Mr. Bellerose, from the said Committee, reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill, and had directed him to report the same with certain 
amendments, 

Ordered, That the said amendments be now received. 

And the said amendments being read a second time, were agreed to. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the Forty-first Rulo of this House be dispensed with in so far as it 
relates to this Bill, and that the same, as amended, bo read a third time presently. 

The said Bill, as amended, was then road a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill, as amended, shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint that 
House that the Senate have passed this Bill with several amendments, to which they 
desire their concurrence. 


The Order of the Day, being read for the second reading of the Bill intituled: 
4“ An Act to amend the Act Thirty-sevonth Victoria, Chapter Eight intituled: ‘An 
“ Act to impose License Dutics on Compounders of Spirits ; to amend the Act respecting 
“tho Inland Revenue, and to prevent the adulteration of Food, Drink and Drugs.” 

The Honorable Mr. Pelletier moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 

That the said Bill be now read a second time. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

The said Bill was then read a second time accordingly, 

Ordered, That the said Bill be committed to a Committee of the Whole House 

resently. 

P The House, according to Order, was adjourned during pleasure, and put into a 
Committee of the Whole on the said Bill. 





In Committee. 


After some time the House was resumed, and 
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The Honorable Mr Haviland, frem the said Committee, reported that they had 
gone through the said Bill, and had directed him to report tho same to tho House 
without any amendment. 

On motion of the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 
it was 

Ordered, That the Forty-first Rule of this House be dispensed with in so far as it 
relates to this Bill, and that the same be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Senate have passed this Bill, without any amendment. 





The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

That when this House sdjournsthis evening, it do stand adjourned until to-morrow 
at half-past eleven o’clock in the forenoon. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly. 


w Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. Botsford, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
ark, 
The House adjourned until to-morrow at half-past eleven o’clock in the forenoon. 





Thursday, 9th May, 1878. 


The Members convened were 
The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messiours 


Aikins, Cormier, Hope, Pozer, 
A ; Dever, Kaulbach, Read, 
Allan, Dickson, eonar , 
Dumouchel, McClelan, Ryan, 
Baillargeon, Fabre, Mc Lelan, Scott, 
B ; Ferrier, Mc Master, Simpson, 
Botsford, Flint, Macpherson, Skead, 
ureau, Girard, Miller, Smith, 
Campbell, Guévremont, Montgomery, Trudel, 
Carrall, Hamilton (Kingston), Pelletier, Vidal, 
Chaffers, Haviland, Penny, Wark, 
Chapais, Haythorne, Power, Wilmot. 
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The Honorable Mr. Simpson, from the Joint Committee of the Senate and House 
of Commons on the Printing of Parliament, presented their Eleventh Report. 

Ordered, That it be received, and 

The same was then read by the Clerk as follows : — 


ComMMITTEE Room, 
8th May, 1878. 


Tho Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing of Parliament, beg leave 
to present the following as their Eleventh Report :— 


The Committee carefully considered the following documents, and recommend 
that they be printed, viz. :— 


Return to Address,—Papers connected with the Windsor and Annapolis Railway ; 
the Windsor Branch and Western Counties Railway. 

Return to Order,—Report of exploration made by Mr. Bell, C.E., on the proposed 
route of the Canada Pacific Railway, from Nipigon to Thunder Bay, &. 

Return to Address (Senate),—Return of all Duties of Excise for the Dominion for 
July, August, September, October, November and December, 1877, &c. 

Return to Address (Senate),—Bill of Complaint and the Decree in the suit of Her 
Majesty’s Attorney-General for Canada vs. Hawes, now pending in the Chancery 
Division of the High Court of Justice in England. 

The Committee would also respectfully recommend that their recommendation 
as contained in their Ninth Report that, “The Reports and documents in reference 
to the location of the line and a Western Terminal Harbor, Canadian Pacific Railway” 
be not printed, be rescinded, and would now, on re-consideration, respectfully recom- 
mend that they be printed. 


The Committee also recommend that the following documents be not printed, 
viz.o— 

Return to Address,—Orders in Council relating to the balances of appropriations 
of 1876-7, which may have lapsed and been carried over to the following year. 

Return to Order,— Return of ranks and names of all officers who have attended 
and taken long or short course certificates at the “A” or “B” Battery Schools of 

unnery. 

Return to Order,—Statement of all sales or leases of the Islands in the River St. 
Lawrence, lying between Brockville and Kingston. 

Return to Address,—Correspondence with the Creditors of one Okvier Latour in 
relation to alleged forfeiture of Charter by La Bangue Nationale by reason of its 
illegally trading in Lumber, &c. | 

Return to Address,—Order in Counc fixing the rate of Tolls to be collected by 
the Upper Ottawa Improvement Company on Sawlogs and Timber. 


All which is respectfully submitted. 
J. Simpson, 
Chairman. 
And the same being again read by tho Clerk, 
On motion of the Honorable Mr. Sènpson, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Aikins, 


was 
Ordered, That the said Report be adopted. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by the Clerk to return the 
Bill intituled : “An Act to amend the Law relating to Stamps on Promissory Notes 
“ and Bills of Exchange.’’ 

And also the Bill intituled: ‘“ Au Act to provide for the better auditing of the 
“ Public Accounts,” and to acquaint this House that they have agreed to the amend- 
ments made by the Senate to;the said Bills without any amendment. 
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A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk in the 
following words :— 


Hovusk or Commons, 
Wednesday, 8th May, 1878. 


Resolved, That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint their Honors that 
this House agrees to their third amendment to the Bill (No. 14) intituled: “An Act 
“further securing the Independence of Parliament,” and disagrees to the first and 
second of their amendments, for the following reasons :— 


Because the independence of this House (which it is the object of the first clause 
amended to secure) might be impaired if persons entitled to superannuation or retiring 
allowances were eligible for seats in this House, as some of such recipients might be 
called into active service by the Administration of the day under the penalty of 
sbandoning their pensions or allowances. 

Because it might lead to the superannuation of civil servants in order to make 
them eligible for Election to this, House whereby the public service would be 
injured and the independence of the House affected. 

Because another class, viz: Judges, aro entitled to retiring allowances only when 
suffering from bodily or mental infirmity disabling them from work or are retired 
under the discretionary power of the Government for reasons alleged to affect the 
administration of Justice. It would therefore tend to affect the independence of the 
Bench as well as interfere with the independence of this House. 

As to the second amendment :— 

Because it is contrary to sound policy to allow the Clerks of the Peas: who are 
in several Provinces the custodians of the Lists of Voters which must be used at the 
Elections of Members of the House of Commons to become Candidates. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do carry the said Message to the Senate. 


Attest. 
ALFRED PATRICK, 
Clerk of the Commons. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by tle Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
That this House does not insist on the first amendment to which the Commons 


disagree. 
M he Honorable Mr. Campbell moved in amendment, seconded by the Honorable 
. Allan, 

To Resolve, That the said Bill intituled: “An Act further secnrias the Tndenen- 
“dence of Parliament” be returned to the House of Commons with s Mesiag> io the 
effect that the Senate doth insist on their first amendmont to the said Bill, for the 
following reasons :— 


1. Because in view of our system of Government, under which the people of 
the different Provinces are represented in Local Legislatures and in general Parlia- 
ment, a large number of suitable representatives is uecded as compared to the 
educated population and it is unwise to restrict the choice of tho people by declaring 
ineligible a class likely to present from education and knowledge of aairs, persons 
with strong claims to the confidence of an cle::torato. 

2. Because when once a superannuation allowance is granted undor the 
Statutes to retirod Public Officers, it becomes an indefoasable right and cannot be 
withheld at tho discretion of Ministers of the Crown, or except for cause defined in 
the Statute. 

T 
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3. Because the Superannuation Act is administered under the responsibility of 
Ministers of the Crown to Parliament, and they would be amenable to the censure 
of Parliament for any infringement of public or private rights in connection 
therewith. 

4. Because the tenor of Imperial Legislation of late years has been to justify the 
presence of retired Civil Servants in both Houses of Parliament on account of the 
great public advantage to be derived from their knowledge and experience in public 
affairs, and no inconvenience has resulted from their hability (under any circum. 
stances very remote) of being recalled to the Public Service. 

Tho question of concurrence being put thereon ; the House divided : and the names 
being called for, they were taken down as follow :— 


CONTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Carrall, Girard, Read, 
Alexander, Chapais, Hamilton (Kingston), Ryan, 

Allan, Dever, Haviland, Skead, 
Armand, Dickson, Kaulbach, Smith, 
Bellerose, Dumouchel, Mc Lelan(Lendonderry), Trudel, 
Botsford, Ferrier, Macpherson, Vidal, 
Campbell, Flint, Miller, Wilmot.—28. 

Non-CoNTENTS : 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Baillargeon, Haythorne, Pelletier, Reesor, 
Chaffers, Hope, Penny, Scott, 

istie (Speaker), Leonard, Power, Simpson, 
Cormier, McClelan (Hopewell), Pozer, Wark.—18. 
Fabre, Mc Master, 


So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

The question being then put on the main motion, as amended, the same was also 
resolved in the affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Resolution and Reasons be communicated to the Heuse of 
Commons by the Clerk of this House. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier. 

To Resolve, That this House does not insist on their second amendment to the 
said Bill, intituled: ‘ An Act further securing the Independence of Parliament,” to 
which the Commons disagree. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the said Resolution be communicated to tho House of Commens 
by the Ulerk of this House. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

That when this House adjourns this afternoon, it do stand adjourned until Eight 
o'clock this evoning,— the same to be a distinct sitting. 

Tho question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
affirmative, and 

Ordered accordingly. 


Then, on motion of the Honorable Mr. MeClelan (Hopewell), seconded by the 
Honorable Mr. Wark, 
The House adjourned until Eight o’elock this evening. 
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At Eight o’clock in the Evening tho House met. 
The Members convened were 


The Honorable DAVID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Aikins, Chapais, Mc Lelan, Read, 
Alexander, Dickson, Mc Master, Reesor, 
Allan, Dumouchel, Macpherson, Scott, 

; Ferrier, Miller, Simpson, 
Baillargeon, Flint, Pelletier, Skead, 
Bellerose, Girard, Penny, Smith, 
Campbell, Hamilton (Kingston), Power, Vidal, 
Carrall, Hope, Pozer, Wilmot. 
Chaffers, Leonard, | 


The Honorable the Speaker informed the House that he had received the follow- 
ing communication :— 


GOVERNOR GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Ottawa, 9th May, 1878. 


Sm,—I have the honor to inform you that His Excellency the Governor Gen- 
eral will proceed to the Senate Chamber to prorogue the Session of the Dominion 
Parliament, on Friday, the 10th iustant, at 3 o'clock. 


I have the honor to be, Sir, 
ro Your most obedient servant, 
E. G. P. Litruaron, 
Governor General's Secretary. 
The Honorable The Speaker of the Senate. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return 
toan Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 30th April, 1878, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, 
a Return of all duties of Excise for this Dominion for the months of July, August, 
September, October, November, December, 1877, and the months of January, Feb- 
ruary and March of 1878. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 141.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of Stato, presented to the House a Return to 
an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 30th April, 1878, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Return of all 
duties for Stamps for this Dominion {or the months of July, August, September, 
October, November, December, 1877, and the months of January, February and 
March of 1878. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 141.) 
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The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House, a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 20th April, 1878, 
prayiny that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Return of all 
duties of Customs for this Dominion for the months of July, August, September, 
October, November, December, 1877, and the months of January, February and March 
of 1578. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


0 ( Vide Sessional Papers, No.. 141.) 


The Honorabie Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return to 
an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 30th April, 1878, 
raying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before thie House, a Return of all 
Sutios of Customs for the Dominion for the months of July, August, September, 
October, November, December, 1876, and tho months of January, February, and 
March of 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 141.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return to 
an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 30th April, 1878, 
praying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Retarn of all 
duties for Stamps for this Dominion for the months of July, August, September, 
October, November, December, 1876, and the months of January, February and 
March of 1877. | 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 141.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the ‘Governor neral, dated the 30th April, 1878. 
raying that His Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a Return of all 
Autres of Excise for this Dominion for the months of July, August, September, 
October, November, December, 1876, and the months of January, February and 
March of 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows:— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 141.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Retarn 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 30th April, 1878. 
raying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be Jaid before this House, 8 
Return of all duties of Excise for the City of Saint John, New Brunswick, for the 
months of July, August, September, October, November, December, 1877, and the 
months ot January, Febrasry and March, 1878. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


(Vide Sessional Papers, No. 141.) 


The Honorable Mr, Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return 
to an Address to His Excellency the Governor General, dated the 20th April, 1878, 
raying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a 
Return of all duties of Customs for the City of Saint John, New Brunswick, for the 
months of July, August, September, October, November, December, 1877, and the 
months of January, February and March of 1878. 
Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 141.) 
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The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return to 
an Address to His Excellency tho Governor General, dated 30th April, 1878, praying 
that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a 
Return of all duties of Customs for the City of Saint John, New Brunswick, for the 
months of July, August, September, October, November, December, 1876, and the 
months of January, February and March, 1877. 

Ordered, That the same do lie on the Table, and it is as follows :— 








( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 141.) 


The Honorable Mr. Scott, Secretary of State, presented to the House a Return to 
an Address to His Excellency the Governor Genoral, dated the 30th April, 1878, 
raying that His Fxcellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a 
turn of all duties of Excise for the City of Saint John, New Brunswick, for the 
months of July, August, September, October, November, December, 1876, and the 
months of January, February and March, 1877. 
Ordered, That the same do lie en the Table, and it is as follows :— 


( Vide Sessional Papers, No. 141.) 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk with a 
Bill intituled : “ An Act for granting to Hor Majesty certain sams of money required 
“for defraying certain expenses of the Public Service for the financial years ending 
“respectively the 30th June, 1878, and the 30th June, 1879, and for other purposes 
“relating tothe Public Service,” to which they desire the concurrence of this House: 

The said Bill was read for the first time. 

m On motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
it was 

Ordered, That the Forty-first Rule of this House be dispensed with in so fur as 
it relates to the said Bill, and that the same be now read a second time. 

The said Bill was then read a second time. 

Then on motion of the Honorable Mr. Scott, seconded by the Honorable Mr. 
Pelletier, it was . 

Ordered, That the said Bill be read a third time presently. 

The said Bill was then read a third time accordingly. 

The question was put whether this Bill shall pass ? 

It was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do go down to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House that the Senate have passed this Bill without any amendment. 


A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk in tho 
following words :— 


House or Commons, 
Thursday, 9th May, 1878. 


Resolved, That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint their Honors that 
this House disagrees to their amendments to the Bill No. 68, intituled: “ An Act to 
“amend the Act, 38 Victoria, Chapter 11, intituled: “ An Act to establish a Supreme 
“Court and a Court of Exchequer for the Dominion of Canada,” for the following 
reasons :— 


Because the first amendment by inserting the word “highest” will in effect 
destroy this Section which was intended to remove doubts as to the provisions of the 
Law as it oxists respecting the right to appeal from tho Ceurt of final resort ; 

use the second amendment would deprive parties of a right of appeal tothe 
Supreme Court, in matters wherein an appeal lies to the Privy Council, and because 
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there seems to be no reason why an appeal should be refused in matters relating to 
titles to land, annual rents, or such like matters or things where the rights in 
future might be bound. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do carry the said Message to the Senate. 


Attest, 
ALFRED PATRICK, 
Clerk of the Commons. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 

That this House does not insist on their amendments to the said Bill intituled: 
“An Act to amend the Act 38th Victoria, Chapter 11, intituled: ‘An Act to estab- 
“ lish a Supreme Court and a Court of Exchequer for the Dominion of Canada.” 

Tho Honorable Mr. Campbell moved in amendment, seconded by the Honorable 
Mr. Armand, 

To leave out all the words after ‘‘That” and insert ‘it be Resolved, 
“That he said Bill be returned to the House of Commons with a Message informing 
“that House that the Senate doth insist on their said amendments, for the following 
* reasons : 

‘“ As to the first amendment :— 

“ That it is unwise to allow an appeal, save from the Highest Court of final resort 
“in each Province, and that the word “ Highest” was inserted by the Senate’s first 
“amendment to provent doubt on that point, and maintain the right of appeal as it 
“now exists. 

‘* As to the second amondment :— 

“ That the words struck out apply to cases involving the title to, or questions 
“relating to, the laws of immovables in the Province of Quebec, laws derived from 
“ France which sre not familiar to the majority of the members of the Supreme 
“Court, nor is the Fronch language, and that an appeal to Her Majesty’s Privy 
“Council from the Courts of their own Province affords in both respects a satisfac- 
“tory tribunal to the people of Lower Canada; and that it is unwise to deprive them 
“of the right they now enjoy in this respect.” 

The question of concurrence being put thereon ; the House divided : and the 
oames being called for, they were taken down as follow : — 


CoNTENTS: 
The Honorable Messieurs | 
Armand, Chapais, Girard, Miller, 
Bellerose, Dickson, Mc Lelan( Londonderry), Skead, 
Campbell, Dumouchel, Macpherson, Wilmot.—14. 
Carrall, Flint, 
Non-ConNTENTS: 


The Honorable Messieurs 


Baillargeon, Hope, Penny, Scott, 
Chaffers, Leonard, Power, Simpson —11. 
Christie (Speaker), Pelletier, Reesor, 


So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

The question being put on the main motion, as amended, the same was also 
resolved in the affirmative, and it was 

Ordered, That the last mentioned Resvlution be communicated to the House of 
Commons by the Clerk of this House, 
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A Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk in the 
following words :— 


Hovss or Commons, 
Thursday, 9th May, 1878. 


Resolved, That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint their Honors that this 
House doth not insist on its disagreement to the first amendment made by the Senate 
to the Bill No. 14, intituled: “An Act further securing the Independence of Parlia- 
“ment,” and that it now agrees to the said first amendment. 

Ordered, That the Clerk do carry the said Message to the Senate. 


Attest. 
ALFRED PATRICK, 
Clerk of the Commons. 


The Honorable Mr. Scott moved, seconded by the Honorable Mr. Pelletier, 
That when this House adjourns this evening, it do stand adjourned until to- 
morrow at half-past two o’clock in the afternoon. ‘ 
fire question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was resolved in the 
mative. | 


r Then, on motion of the*Honorable Mr. Dickson, seconded by the Honorable Mr, 
Unt . 
The House adjourned until to-morrow at half-past Two o’clock in the afternoon. 





Friday, 10th May, 1878. 


The Members convened were 


The Honorable DA VID CHRISTIE, Speaker. 


The Honorable Messicurs 


Carrall, Leonard, Pelletier, Scott, 
Dickson, McDonald, Power, Skead, 
Dumouchel, Macpherson, Pozer, Wilmol. 
Girard, Miller, 

PRAYERS 


À Message was brought from the House of Commons by their Clerk to return 
the Bill intituled : “ An Act for the better prevention of crimes of violence in certain 
“ parts of Canada, until the end of the next Session of Parliament,” and to acquaint 
this House that they have agreed to tho amendments made by the Sonate to the said 
Bill, without any amendment, 
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The House was adjourned during pleasure. 
After some time the House was resumed. 


His Excellency the Right Honorable Sir Frederick Temple, Karl of Duffenn, 
Viscount and Baron Clandeboye, of Clandeboye, in the County Down, in the Peerage of 
the United Kingdom, Baron Dufferin and Clandeboye, of Ballyleidy and Killeleagh, in 
the County Down, in the Peerage of Ireland. and a Baronet, Knight of the Most 
Illustrious Order of Saint Patrick, Knight Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished 
Order of Saint Michael and Saint George, and Knight Commander of the Most 
Honorable Order of the Bath, Governor General of Canada, and Vice-Admiral of the 
same, &c., &c., &c., being seated in the Chair on the Throne, 


The Honorable the Speaker commanded the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod 
to proceed to the House of Commons and acquaint that House—“ It is His Excellency’s 
pleasure they attend him immediately in this House,” 


Who being come with their Speaker, 


The Clerk of the Crown in Chancery read the titles of the Bills to be passed 
severally, as follows :— . 


An Act to incorporate the Fishwick's Express and Merchants’ Forwarding 
Company (Limited.) 

An Act further to amend the Act intituled “An Act respecting the Public 
Works of Canada.” 

An Act to incorporate “ La Société de Construction du Comté d’Hochelaga” as 
a Permanent Building Society, and for other purposes. 

An Act respecting the Port Whitby Harbour Company. 

An Act to provide that persons charged with common assault shall be competent 
as witnesses. 

An Act to grantrelief to the Canada Agricultural Insurance Company. 

An Act to incorporate the Missionary Society of The Bible Christian Church in 
Canada. 

An Act to amend the Law respecting Deck Loads. 

An Act respecting the Duty on Malt. 

An Act to provide for the creation and registration of Homestead Exemption 
Estates in the Territories of Canada. 

An Act to amend section sixty-eight of “The Penitentiary Act of 1875.” 

An Act respecting persons imprisoned in default of giving securities to keep the 

eaco. 
| P An Act to make provisions for the winding up of insolvent incorporated Fire 
or Marine Insurance Companies. 

An Act to amend “ An Act respecting conflicting claims to lands of occupants in 
Manitoba.” 

An Act to grant certain powers to the Agricultural Mutual Assurance Associa- 
tion of Canada, and to change its name. 

An Act toamend the Acts incorporating the Brockville and Ottawa Railway 
Company, and the Canada Central Railway Company, and to provide for the 
amalgamation of the said Companies. 

An Act to confer certain powers on the Montreal Building Association by the 
namo of “The Montreal Investment and Building Company.” 

An Act to authorize the Stadacona Fire and Life Insurance Company to reduce 
its Capital Stock, and for other purposes. 

An Act to amend the Act thirty-seventh Victoria, Chapter cight, ‘ntituled : “An 
Act to impose license duties on compounders of spirits; to amend the Act respecting 
the Inland Revenue, and to prevent the adulteration of Food, Drink and Drags.” 
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An Act to authorize the advance of certain sums to the Province of Manitoba, 


in aid of the Public Schools therein. 
An Act to amend the Act respecting the Election of Members of the House of 


Commons. 

An Act respecting the Ontario Express &nd Transportation Company. 

An Act toamend the Law respecting Building Societies carrying on business 
in the Province of Ontario. . 

An Act to amend the Law relating to Stamps on Promissory Notes and Bills of 


Exchange. 

An Act to provide for the better auditing of Public Accounts. 

An Act respecting the Traffic in Intoxicating Liquors. 

An Act further securing the Independence of Parliament. 

An Act for the better prevention of crimes of violence in certain parts of 
Canada, until the end of the next Session of Parliament. 


To these Bills the Royal Assent was pronounced by the Clork of this House, in 
the words following :— 


“In Her Majesty’s name, His Excellency the Governor Genoral doth assent to 
these Bills.” 


Then the Honorable the Speaker of the House of Commons addressed His 
Excellency the Governor General as follows :— 


‘ May 17 PLEASE Your ExcaLLENCY,— | 


The Commons of Canada have voted the Supplies required to enable the Govern- 
ment to defray the expenses of the Public Service. 


“In the name of the Commons, I present to Your Excellency a Bill intituled : ‘ An 
Act for granting to Her Majesty certain sums of money required for defraying certain 
expenses of the Public Service, for the financial years ending respectively the 30th 
June, 1878, and the 30th of June, 1879, and for other purposes relating to the Public 
Service,’ to which I humbly request Your Excellency's assent.” 


To this Bill the Clerk of this House, by His Excellency’s command, did there 
upon say :— 

“In Her Majesty's name, His Excellency the Governor General thanks Her loyal 
subjects, accepts their benevolence, and assents to this Bill.” 


The Clerk of the Crown in Chancery read the titles of Bills to be passed as 
follows, viz. :— . 


An Act to repeal Section twenty-three of “The Merchant Shipping Act, 1876,” 
as to Ships in Canadian Waters. 

An Act for the relief of Hugh Hunter. 

An Act for the rolief of Victoria Elizabeth Lyon. 

Au Act for the relief of George Frothingham Johnston. 


To these Bills the Clork of this House, by His Excellency’s command, did 
thereupon say : — . 

His Excellency the Governor General doth reserve these Bills for the signi- 
fication of Her Majesty's pleasure thereon.” 


His Excellency the Governor Gonoral was then pleased to deliver the 
following Speech :— 
U 
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BRomrable Gentlemen of the Senate : 
Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 


[ am glad to be able to relieve you from further attendance in Parliament after 
a somewhat long and laborious Session. | 

[ shall take the necessary steps, at an carly day aftor the close of the financial 

ear, to give effect to the measure you have passed for the better auditing of the 
ublic Accounts, 

I shall call the attention of Her Majesty’s Government to your Address praying 
that all of British America, except Newfoundland, shall be, by imporial action, 
declared to be within the Dominion of Canada. 

I rejoice that during the term of my administration this final step to consolidate 
British interests on the Continent of America has been taken with somuch unanimity, 
and that henceforth the Dominion Government will, under Her Majesty. exercise 
undisputed sway over the northerly half of this Continent. 

I am happy to be able to state that, pending the final settlement of the question 
of boundary, a conventional line has been adopted by my Government and the 
Government of the United States, between Alaska and British Columbia on the 
Stickine River. | 

The large sums you have appropriated for the great works of internal improve 
ment will be expended with the most rigid regard to economy, and in the expecta- 
tion that the principal canals under construction may be nearly completed within the 
next financial year. 

The settlement of Manitoba and the North-West Territories has been proceeding 
this year with unexampled rapidity, and if the efforts of my Government to obtain 
a railway connection with Winnipeg at a very early day should be successful, I an- 
ticipate, next year, a still larger increase to the population. 

It is specially gratifying to find so many Canadians who had in former years 
emigrated to the United States now returning to the newly organized territories of 
their native land. | 


Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 


I thank you for the supplies which you have granted for the various public 
services. 


Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate : 
Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 


Nothing could have given me more gratificafion than the joint Address with 
which you have honored me on the eve of my departure. 

My interest in Canada shall not cease when my mission as Her Majesty's Viceroy 
shall have terminated, and I am glad to know that you have taken vo favourabloa 
view of my efforts to fittingly represent our Most Gracious Queen in this the most 
important of Ier Majesty’s Colonial Possessions. | 

I now bid you farewell, and carnestly trust you may fiud in the future the mani- 
fold blessings which I shall ever pray may be continually showered upon you. 


Then the Honorable the Speaker of the Senate said :— 
Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate: 


4 


Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 


It is His Excellency the Goveruor General’s will and pleasure that (this Parlia- 
ment be prorogued until Wednesday, the nineteenth day of June next, to be here 
holden; and this Parliament is accordingly prorogued until Wednesday, the nine- 
tcenth day of June next. 





APPENDICES 


TWELFTH VOLUME 


OF THE 


JOURNALS OF THE SENATE 


CANADA. 





SESSION 1878. 


Printed by End of Barlinmgnt 





— OTTAWA: 
PRINTED BY MACLEAN, ROGER, & CU., WELLINGTON STREET. 
, 1878. 








APPENDIX 


LIST OF APPENDICES. 


No. 1,—Exemplification of Proceedings, Examination of Petitioner, Evidence of 

\ Witnesses, and Vouchers adduced before the Select Committee of the 

| Senate on the Bill for the relief of George Frothingham Johnston.— 
(Printed for use of Members only.) 


No. 2.—Examination of Petitioner, Evidence of Witnesses and Vouchers adduced 
before the Select Committee of the Senate on the Bill for the relief of 
Hugh Hunter.—(Printed for use of Members only.) 


No. 3.—Æxamination of Petitioner, Evidence of Witnesses and Vouchers adduced 
before the Select Committee of the Senate on the Bill for the relief of 
Victoria Elizabeth Lyon.—(Printed for use of Members only.) 


No, 4.—Report and Evidence in re Fort William Land Purchase. 


No. 5.—Report and Evidence in re Fort Frances Lock. 


41 Victoria. Appendix (No. 4.) À 18% 





REPORT AND MINUTES OF EVIDENCE 


TAKEN BEFORE THE 


SELECT COMMITTEE OF THE SENATE 


APPOINTED TO 


INQUIRE INTO AND REPORT UPON THE PURCHASE OF LANDS 


AT 


FORT WILLIAM 


FOR A TERMINUS TO THB 


CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Printed by @rdey of the Senate. 





OTTAWA: 
PRINTED BY MACLEAN, ROGER & OO., WELLINGTON STREAT. 
1878, 


41 Victoria Appendix (No 4.) A 1878 


= = ory - 











REPORT. 


Tus SBNATE, 
CommattTs Room, 
Tuesday, 30th April, 1878. 


The Select Committee of the Senate appointed to continue the investigation and 
to inquire into all the questions relating to the purchase of the property at Fort 
William, for a terminus to the Canadian Pacific Railway, and to send for persons. 
papers and records, and examine witnesses under oath, and to report thereon with 
a convenient speed this Sesxion, beg leave to present the following as their Second 

eport :— 

That, although not strictly within the ordér of reference, your Committee 
reccived much evidence bearing upon the respective merits of the Kaministiquia 
River and Prince Arthur's Landing as harbours. In the opinion of your Committee, 
either may be made an excellent harbour—the Kaministiquia by dredging, Prince 
Arthur's Landing by a moderate expenditure on permanent works. The harbour of 
Prince Arthur's Landing is only exposed to easterly winds, a quarter from whence 
gales or squalls rarely blow on Lake Superior. The safety of this harbour was proved 
in evidence given by Mr. Marks before your Committee, that, of 1,500 vessels 
which reported at the Custom House at Prince Arthur’s Landing since 1869, not one 
of them had sustained damage. to his knowledge, from storm in the harbour, or had 
to leave it for shelter. Mr. Kingsford, an Engineer of the Department of Public 
Works, gave clear and ver intelligent evidence before your Committee, and sub- 
mitted plans for a. pier or breakwater, which, for a comparatively moderate sum, 
would provide the shelter needed to make Prince Arthur's Landing one of the most 
commodious harbours on the great Jakes, and, in point of safety, a perfect harbour of 
refuge. 
The Kaministiquia River when once entered, is completely land locked, and can 
be made a commodious harbour. In tho opinion of your Committee, the chief 
objection to placing the terminus of the Canadian Pacific Railway upon its banks, 
apart, from the'large periodical outlay for dredging, is the early closing of the river in 
autumn. The length of the season during which the Canadian Pacific Railway can 
be used to bring the products of the North-West to the marts and shipping ports of 
the Dominion, will depend upon the navigation of the waters with which the railway 
will connect. Ifit is made to terminato upon the bank of the Kaministiquia, its businces 
season will be governed by the navigation—not'o! the great lakes, but of a slugyish 
stream of about 350 feet in width. As a rulo, the Kaministiquia River closos, according to 
the evidence given before your Committoo, about eight days earher than Thunder 
Bay at Prince Arthur's Landing, and the placing of the terminus of the railway on 
the bank of the river will shorten, by the same number of days, the season during 
which the harvest of Manitoba can be transported through Canada to the seaboard. 

If, notwithstanding this, the Government decided that the Kaministiquia afforded 
the best site for the terminus of the Canadian Pacific Railway, your Committee 
submit that the best point on tho bank of the river has not been selected, whether either 
the cost or the convenience of the terminal grounds be considered. The heighth of 
the banks was considered by the Engineer in charge of the Surveys, Mr. Murdoch, a 
serious objection to the present site; and he, in his Report to the Government, 
suggested that a place farther down tho river “towards its mouth should be selected 
“for the terminus, to obtain lower levels und longer navigation in the fall of the 
“year.” No notice, however, appears to have been taken of his recommendation. 
Your Committee is of opinion that had the suggestion of the Local Engineer been 
acted upon, a better terminus would have beon obtained below the town plot, and at 
a much smaller cost. The line of railway could bave been made to terminate on the 
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river bank at the McKellar farm without increasing its length or passing through the 
town plot, while the river navigation would have been shortened ; and the locality 
named possesses all the requisites for an important railway terminus. The obtaining 
of the necessary land would also have been greatly facilitated, as only one or two 
lot-owners would have had to be dealt with, whereas, at the town plot there wero 
fifty-five, the urranging with whom occupied two Valuators, and a Solicitor, for months 
at a large expense to the country. 

The evidence did not disclose any reason which, in the opinion of your Com: 
mittee, can be accepted as satisfactory, for deflecting the railway in order to make it 
enter the town plot of Fort William at the western limit, and then to pass through 
all the front lots to the castcrn limit. From the McKellar farm towards the mouth 
of the river, the bank is of a convenient height for docks, and the land is favorable 
for terminal grounds; the river flows in a straight course to the lake, making the 
navigation safe and easy, whereas betweon the point named and that adopted for the 
terminus, there is a sharp elbow in the river which neccessarily increases the 
awkwardness of navigating it. Tho distance from Murillo Station—the first station 
west of Fort William—is as nearly as possible the same to the river at the McKellor 
farm, as to the terminus at the town pict. For these reasons, your Committee is of 
opinion, that the terminus was not judiciously chosen. Your Committee is further of 

inion, that it is to be regretted, that in purchasing land at Fort William, tbe 

overnment should have departed from the course usually followed in acquiring land 
for railway purposes. Instead of resorting to arbitration—first tendering to the 
owners of the land, the prices which the Government considered just, ax provided for by 
law—the Governmont employed valuators, whose duty it appears to have been, :0 
endeavour to agree with the land-owners, as to the value of thcir lots and report to the 
Government. The following is an extract from their instructions :—“ You will under- 
“stand that you are not authorized to close any agreements; all you can do is to 
settle on a reasonable amount, subject to the approval of the Minister.” 

This shows that the Government reserved full power to deal with parties as 
might be deemed best, after receiving advice from the Valuatore, so that the 
responsibility of the transactions rested entirely upon the Government. 

The Valuators were directed to negotiate for land at the price which it com- 
manded in December, 1874, when the plan of the railway reserve was fyled. 

It was, no doubt, difficult to determine what had been the value of lots in the 
town plot in 1874, as the transactions then wore few, and restricted chiefly to parties 
who speculated on the chances of the railway going there. “The Government had 
fixed the terminus of the railway in the town plot in June, 1874, at which time, in 
the opinion of your Committee, the plan should have been fyled, and so have pre- 
vented the speculation that subsequently took place. The Valuators, however, were 
not appointed until 1876. In December, 1875, the Chicf Engineer, Mr. Sandford 
Fleming, addressed a letter to the Department of Public Works, of which the following 
is & Copy :— 


“ CANADIAN Paciric RaIL way, 
(€ OFFICE OF THE ENGINEER-IN-CHIEF, 
“Orrawa, 11th December, 1875. 
“ F, Braun, Hagq., 
“Secretary Public Works Department. 


‘Qrr,—This time last year, the Minister instructed you to take the necessary 
action, under the Statute, with regard to obtaining a sufficient quantity of land for 
the railway purposes at the town plot of Fort William on Lake Superior. On the 
10th December last year, I prepared and furnished you with a plan of all the 
lands required at that place, and which it was proposed to take immediate possession 
of. Iam under the impression you placed the matter in the hands of the Minister of 
Justice, in order that proper legal steps should be taken to acquire the land. 

. iv 
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‘The land referred to consists ofa number of small town lots, and I have recentl 
been informed that these lots are still being bought and sold by private persons. It 
becomes my duty, therefore, to draw the attention of the Department to this subject, 
so that, if legal possession of the land has not been fully taken, no time may now bo 
lost in the matter. _ 

“Tam, &c., &., 


“ SANDFORD FLEMING, 
“ Engineer-in-Chief.” 


This shows that, in the opinion of the Chief Engineer, the Government had been 
remiss, and that the public interests might suffer in consequence. 

Your Commitiee submit that the apprehensions of Mr. Fleming were too well 
founded, as it is in evidence, that subsequently to June, 1874, many lots were bought 
and sold at from sixty to ninety dollars each by speculators, and ro-sold to tho 
Government at from two hundred and fifty, to three hundred dollars a lot. In 1876 
when the Valuators visited the town pilot for the first time officially, the firm of 
Messrs. Oliver, Davidson & Co. and their connections wore the principal owners of the 
lots which were taken for the Railway terminus. Notwithstanding this fact, the 
Government appointed a member of that firm, Mr. P. J. Brown, a lawyer, to act with the 
Valuators. Hig duty, it has been stated, was to advise upon titles, but his instructions 
did not restrict him to that special duty. The evidence of the Valuators shows that 
he did advise them, and that his advice when given was, perhaps, not unnaturally, in 
favor of the lot-owners, and against the Government, He gave it as his opi::ion that 
the Railway Act of 1868 did not appiy to the Canadian Pacific Railway. So far did he 
go in advising adversely to the Government, that the Prime Minister testified before 
your Committee that, when his attention was called to the subject, he ‘ was very 
“much surprised,” and that he “ wrotea somewhat angry letter to Mr. Brawn.” It 
has been clearly proved, that Mr. Brown was an interested party, and your Committee 
submit that he, therefore, ought not to have been employed in any capacity in 
association with the Valuators. In the opinion of your Committee, the prices paid 
for land taken for the railway in the town plot of Fort William, and in the adjoining 
lot, number six of the Township of Neebing, were exceedingly, and unaccountably 
extravagant. The town plot was a town only on paper when it was selected for the 
railway terminus. Previous to that, the regular price at which the Ontario Govern- 
ment sold half-acre lots was four dollars, and, but fur the Railway, these lots would 
be of but little more value to-day than they were then. For tho land taken from 
Oliver, Davidson & Co., and others, the Government paid at the rate of $500 to $600 
per acre. In 1872 or 1873, Oliver, Davidson & Co., purchased lot six in the Township 
of Neeling, adjoining the town plot, containing 136 acres, for about five dollars per 
acre. Your Committee submit that the enhanced value of this property was due 
to the placing of the terminus where it is. Yet for eight acres of it, the Government, 
advised by the Valuators, paid about five hundred dollars per acre, being about four 
thousand dollars for eight acres, or over three thousand more for the eight acres than 
Oliver, Davidson & Co., paid for the entire lot of one hundred and thirty-six acres. 
The Valuators testified that in valuing this land they had applied the Railway Act 
of 1868, which had the effect of reducing the price twenty per cent. 

The clause of the Act which relates to arbitrations for land, is as follows :— 

“The Arbitrators, in deciding on such value or compensation, are authorized and 
“required to take into consideration the increased value that wonld be given to any 
“lands or unds through or over which the railway will pass, by reason of tho 
“passage of the railway through or over the same, or by reason of the construction 
“of the railway, and to set off the increased value that will attach to the said lands 
“or grounds against the inconvenience, loss or damage that might be suffered or 
“sustained by reason of the Company taking possossion of or using the said lands or 
“ grounds as aforesaid.” 

One of the Valuators further testified that, had they not applied the above section, 
they would have valued thu land taken at $500, instead of at $400 per acre; and this, 

Vv . 


41 Victoria Appendix (No 4) . A 1878 


be it remembered, was for land, that had been bought some three or four years before, 
for about five dollars per acre, and which, but for the railway, would probably be 
worth no more to-day. 

If the public were made to pay extravagant prices for the terminal grounds, 
they were, in the opinion of your Committee, made to pay more than an extravagant 

rice for the building known as the Neebing Hotel (of which a photograph has been 
yled in evidence), which was erected after tho owners—the Neebing Hotel Company 
—knew that they were placing it on the railway reserve. The builder stated in 
evidence that soon after he had commenced work in August, 1875, he had been 
warned by a Government Engineer that he was trespassing on the railway reserve; 
that he mentioned this fact to the confidential clerk of Messrs. Oliver, Davidson & Co., 
and was told by “him to goon. Messrs. Davidson & Brown, partners in that firm, 
were aware long before the hotel was commenced—as their evidence shows—that the 
land on which it was placed was part of that which was required by the Government. 
Otiver, Davidson & Co. were sharcholders in the Hotel Company ;, Mr. Oliver was the 
President. Ifthe hotel was built after the owners knew, thatthe land on which they 
placed it, was in the railway reserve, they were not entitled to payment or compen- 
sation of any kind, but the Government did pay them, through Oliver, Davidson & Co., 
$5,029 for it. In the caseof the Hendrick Hotel, which was erected in the sammer 
of 1875, and when Hendrick knew of the reservation, as testified to by Mr. Marks, the 
Valuators based their valuation of the building on its actual cost, and that was estab- 
lished by affidavit; but in respect to the Weebing Hotel, there was no affidavit of the 
labor employed, nor of the materials used. Mr. Oliver promised to transmit such an 
affidavit, but none was received by the Valuatore. They reported the claim presented 
by the Neebing Hotel Company as excessive, and they disclaim having valued it, 
but made a special report to the Government, in which they question the validity of 
the claim. It is as follows :— 

“Tn the claim of the Neebing Hotel Company, we are not prepared to recognize 
“the erection of this hotel], commenced in July, 1875, about six months after the 
“ reservation of the property had been made.” 

Notwithstanding the clearly expressed opinions of the Valuators, and without 
requiring proof of the correctness of the accounts, or even subjecting them to an 
examination, the amount claimed was paid in full to Oliver, Davidson & Co. Had 
any examination been made, it would at once have been discovered that an item of $500 
was twice charged for the two lots on which the hotel stands. (This sum was refunded 
to the Government by Mr. Brcwn immediately after the double payment was dis- 
covered by your Committee.) It would also bave revealed a discrepancy of $82 in 
the aecount for hardware, between the amount of the account and the vouchers 
attached thereto. YourCommittee also found, included in the $5,029 paid the Neebing 
Hotel Company, the sum of $500 charged for damages, but it has not been shown 
to the satisfaction of your Committee that any damage had been sustained by the 
Company. Mr. Reid, one of the Valuators, in his evidence said that, if interest had 
been allowed on the expenditure, the Company would have been willing to forego 
the claim for damages. An amount of one hundred dollars was charged in the 
account for interest, as well as the $500 for damages, and both were paid. 

Your Committee is of opinion that the Government was grossly over-charged in 
this transaction, as it was understood by the Valuators that the Meebing Hotel 
Company only asked to be re-imbursed the cost of the building and of the land. 

Your Committee directs attention to the large discrepancy between the quantity 
of material charged in the account of Oliver, Davidson & Co., and which was paid by 
the Government, and that which Henderson, the builder, admitted having received. 
His statement of the materials which were used in the building, was confirmed by 
Mr. Taylor, an Engineer, who carefully measured them last year. Mr. Law, a builder, 
gave substantially the same evidence as to the quantity of material. The lumber and 
other material received by Henderson for the building from Oliver, Davidson & Co, 
but not used by him, as well as a quantity of hardware, have not been accounted for 
to the satisfaction of your Commitice. 

vi 
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After having heard and weighed the evidence which has been adduced daring the 
enquiry, your Committee find it difficult to believe that the persons who enriched 
themselves at the expense of the people of Canada had not in some way ascertained, 
in advance of the public, that the Government Ead determined to locate the terminus 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway on the town plot of Fort William, and in this 
connection your Committee call attention to the following evidence :— 

Messrs. Clark and Savigny, of Toronto, testified before your Committec that in the 
fall of 1874, Mr. Davidson, of Oliver, Davidson & Co., had told each of them that he 
had been informed on very high authority that the terminus would be in the town 
plot, and that he had shown to each of them a plan or tracing, on which the lots 
required for the railway were “ colored in lake or pink ; ” that this coloring delineated 
with strict accuracy the lots which were afterwards taken by the Government; that 
Mesers. Clark and Savigny related to your Committee the circumstances which had 
impressed upon their memories, beyond the possibility of error, the date of Mr. David- 
son s conversation, and that it could not have been held later in the season than the 
time named by them. Mr. Davidson stated that the convorsations referred to by 
Messrs. Clark and Savigny took place in the early part of 1875, and that he had 
obtained his information from his Solicitor, Mr. Leys, who, he believed, had got it 
in the Crown Lands Department at Toronto, and where, he believed, he also had got 
the plan of the town plot whereon the railway reserve was colored. y 

Mr, Leys testified substantially to the same effect. Mr. Mackenzie (the Prime 
Minister) in his evidence before your Committee stated that, in the autumn of 1874, he 
had written to Mr. Pardee, the Commissioner of Crown Lands of Ontario, informing him 
that the railway would probably go in the direction of the town plot, and requesting 
him to prevent, as far as possible,the taking up of lands there for speculative purposes. 

Mr. Mackenzie also stated in his evidence that, when he requested the Depart- 
ment of Justice toappoint Mr. Brown to act with the Valuators, he was not aware that 
Mr. Brown was one of tho firm of Oliver, Davidson, & Co., but your Committee sub- 
mits that he might have been aware of it, for in the return (No. 52) to an Address of 
the Senate, which has been laid upon the tables of both Houses of Parliament during 
the present Session, will be found: “ Articles of agreement (entered into on the 9th 
“day of February, 1875), made in duplicate between Adam Oliver, of the Town of 
“ Ingersoll, County of Oxford, Province of Ontario, lumber merchant ; Joseph Davidson 
“of the City of Toronto, County ot York, Province of Ontario, lumberer; and 
“ Peter Johnson Brown, of the said town of Ingersoll, Esq., carrying on together the 
“business of contractors, as partners under the name, style and firm of ‘ Oliver, 
“ Davidson & Company,’ of the first part, and Her Majesty Queen Victoria, repre- 
“sented herein by the Minister of Public Works of tho Dominion of Canada, of the 
“second part, etc.” These articles ot agreoment were for the construction of the 
Canadian Pacific Telegraph from Lake Superior to the Red River, and were signod first 
by Messrs. Oliver, Davidson and Brown, and, underneath, on behalf of the Queen, by 

. Mackenzie, the Minister of Public Works, and countersigned by F. Braun, tho 
Secretary of the Department. | 


All which is respectfully submitted. 
M. A. Gmarp, 


Chairman. 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE 


TAKEN BEFORE THE 


SELECT COMMITTEE OF THE SENATE 


Appointed to continue the investigation to inquire into all the questions relating to 
the purchase at Fort William, for a terminus to the Canadian Pacific Railway, and to 
send for persons, papers and records, and examine witnesses under oath, and to 
report thereon with all convenient speed this Session. 


It was ordered,—-That the evidence taken from time to time before the Select 
Committee appointed to continue tho investigation and to inquire into all the ques- 
tions relating to the purchase of the property at Fort William for a terminus to the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, be printed for the use of the Members of this House, but 
that no copies thereof be delivered, except to the Members of the Committee, until 
further order. 


THe SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE Room No. 8, 
Turspay, 12th March, 1878. 


Huon WItson, F.G.S., P.LS., being called and sworn, deposed as follows:— 

Q. Where do you reside ?—At Mount Forest, County of Wellington. 

Q. When were you appointed Valuator by the Government in roference to the 
Fort William property ?—In the spring of 187v—the ninth of June. 

Q. Who was associated with you in determining the value of the property ?— 
Mr. Robert Reid, of London. 

Q. Did you own, or had you any interest in any lands at Fort William when 
acting as Valuator?—I had none. I had no interest in the manicipality at the time 
I went there, but I bought the Blackwood property in August following. 

Q. How did you know what land the Government required for the purposes of 
the railway terminus ?—I was furnished with a plan by the Department, and one 
by the local engineers. I now produce a copy of the plan, marked exhibit “B.” The 
quantity of land required for the railway in lot number six was not determined then, 
bat was determined by the Chief Engineer after I went there. Plan “B” shows 
the reserve in the town plot of Fort William, and plan exhibit “A” shows the 
reserve in the town plot, and on lot number six of Neebing. 

Q. How did you ascertain who were the owners of the lots?—From various 
sources. In the matter of Oliver, Davidson & Co., I got them to give me a list of the 
lots they held, and we got others from the Registry Office at Prince Arthur's Landing. 

Q. In fixing the price of the lots, did you apply the clause of the Railway Act 
a 1868, Vic, 31, chap. 68, sub-section 18 of section 9, in reference to arbitrators ?— 
No. 

Q. Did you think it did not apply ?—I was under the impression that it did not 
apply to that particular case. 

Q. Was there not a clause in your instructions which spocially applied to that 
point ?— Yes. 


Q. Had you any doubt on your mind as to the application of this clause in this 


Act ?—I had. 
4—1 
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Q. How did you inform yourself as to the bearing of this clause ?—I spoke to 
our legal adviser, Mr. Brown, and also to Judge Van Norman on the matter, and 
eventually the valuation was fixed according to the price of other lands in the 
neighbourhood. 

Q. What did Judge Van Norman advise ?—He would not give me any advice in 
the matter at all. 

Q. What did Mr. Brown advise ?— I really could not say positively, but it was 
to this effect—that it was questionable whether the Act would apply in this case; 
and I thought myself it could not apply. That was my opinion. 

Q. You were advised by Mr. Brown that it was questionable if it did apply, but 
he thought it did not apply? Is 1t not usual to apply such a rule as that in valuing 
lands for railway purposes ?—I could not see that it had been applied on the Lachine 
Canal, the Welland Canal, or the public railways in the country. I was not aware of 
any case in which it had been applied. ‘That is my reason for not paying any atten- 
tion to it. 

Q. You must have had adoubt on your mind as to the applicability of this 
clause when you went to Judge Van Norman and Mr. Brown ?—Yes. 

Q. Without that advice, what decision would you likely have arrived at?—I 
would have considered that the parties who held lands in the town plot would have 
been entitled to compensation for them, the same as farmers would be in a district 
through which a railway would run. They would be entitled to the present value of 
the land—to the then value. 

Q. But would they bo entitled to the value given to the land in consequence of 
the railway passing through ?—I was under the impression that this value was 
invariably given. On the northern extension of the Toronto, Grey and Bruce Railway 
the then present valne of the land was given. 

Q. Did they get the increased value of the land caused by the construction of 
this public work ?—Yes; the value up to that date—up to the time when the land 


was purchased. 
Q. Did you take into consideration the prospective value or the present value ?— 


The present value. 

Q. That is the enhanced value by the fixing of the terminus upon that land; 
would you have given the same value for those lands if there had been no railway 
there, or any likely to be constructed 7—No; certainly not. 

Q. So that in valuing the lands you gave the owners the value of the enhance- 
ment created by the location of the railway there?—It was the value up to that 
present time. I might explain it further: At the time that those.lots were bought, 
there were numbers of lots there that were bought for two hundred aud fifty dollars 
($250) that are now, I have no doubt, worth a thousand dollars. Consequently, they 
have increased in value since that time because of the railway. I then paid the 
increased value up to the time that the reserve was made in January, 1875. 

.Q. What would have been the valuo of those lands before it was publicly known 
that the railway was located there ?—Not very much. 

Q. Four dollars an acre?—About six dollars. I know lots sold there for six 
dollars per acre in 1869. 

Q. Then about six dollars‘an acre was the value before the railway terminus 
was located there ?—That was for farm lots up the river. 

Q. Was this more valuable than farm lands before the railway was located 
there ?—Yes; it was. It has a large river front on the town plot, and water lots are 
considered more valuable. 

Q. How much an acre do you consider it was worth before the railway was 
located there ?—I could not really say. | 

Q. Would you say six or eight dollars; put some value on it ?—I think, in 1869, 
or in 1867 or 1868, there was a lot sold at six dollars per acre. Of course, the fact 
of the terminus of the Canada Pacific Railway being located there enhanccd the 
value of the land. I might say, I think it was in 1873 when I ran the preliminary line 
for the road to Pigeon River; then lots ge the town plot were not worth very much. 
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Q. Could you give us any idea as to their value at that time ?—Mr. McIntyre 
claimed several lots, and I tried to buy two of them from him. He wanted forty’ 
dollars for one and fifty dollars for the other, for his claim to them. Of course, the 
title was still in the Crown. I think that was in 1872 or 1873, and that is about 
what the land was worth, as near as I can judge—from forty to fifty dollars for a 
half-acre lot fronting on the river. | 

Q. Was that, you think, the séll'ing price ?—There were no sales that I am 
aware Of. 

Q. You did not give that price ?—No; I did not give that. | 

Q. Did you offer Mr. McIntyre any price for them ?—I think I did. 

Q. How much ?—The transaction with McIntyre was before this Pigeon River 
matter. It was in 1869 that I partly cleared two lots, and I would have paid 
McIntyre for them but the conditions were so strict. I would have to build a house 
or clear them. I would not do that and I abandoned them. I[t was in 1869, I think, 
that McIntyre wanted forty or fifty dollars for his good will of the lots, and the title 
was still in the Crown. 

Q. Did you as Valuator, with Mr. Reid, complete the purchase of the lots, or 
did you, before completing the purchase, negotiate with the owners and report to'the 
Government your opinions as to the value ?—We completed the purchase as far as 
our authority permitted. We completed the purchase of the lands subject to the 
approval of the Government and had to submit our report, of course, to the Govern- 
ment. 

Q. You completed the purchase as far as you could—how far did that go ?-eWe 
bought at as low a figure as we possibly could—and we submitted the report to the 
Government for their sanction. Some lots, of course, were bought for a good deal 
less than others. I believe we paid too much for some lots, but it was a matter of 
necessity, and we could not help it. We bought the lots lower than the retail price 
of the land at the time. 

Q. You speak of the retail price of the lands ;—is the Committee to understand 
that there were many transactions then taking place in lands there ?—No; I mean 
the price of the day. Thére were, I believe, several lots sold during the six’ months 
before and during the valüation. We pid what individuals were paying for a lot or 
a portion of a lot, without baying up a block, such as Oliver, Davidson & Co., had— 
buying by the single lot at current prices. 

Q. Can you give the Committee a list of the sales that took place within six 
months prior to your beginning your work there ?—I was furnished by Mr. Brown 
with a list. I am not very sure whether I have it or not. 

Q. Can you state whether parties who bought lots improved them or built on 
them ?—Yes ; I think Mr. Stephenson had a hotel on land adjoining the town 
plot, but not on the reserve, which I understood was rented at twenty-five dollars a 
month, and Mr. Monroe had a house that he bought from Oliver, Davidson & Co., on 
the reserve. 

Q. Were these all lands bought before you commenced >the valuation ?—Yes. 

Q. Were there ary others ?—There were several. 

Q. As a rule were all the lots purchased improved afterwards and built upon ?— 
Asa rule, I think they were built upon—that is all that were reported to me as sold. 

Q. How many in all ?—Three or four that were built on. 

Q. Were you aware that the Railway Act of 1868, made express provision that 
that clause should apply not only to the [ntercolonial Railway, but to all railways 
that might be hereafter constructed, until that Act should be repealed ?—I: 
remember very well of reading the Act. My instructions referred to it, but I could 
not see that the Act had been put in force in any place in Canada. It might have: 
been enforced on the Intercolonial Railway, but in no other place that I had any 
knowledge of. | 

Q. Are those provisions excluded from the Pacific Railway Act ?—They were not 
acted on. In fact my coleagre and myself could not discover any case in the 
country in which that Act had been carried out. 
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Q. Were those provisions excluded from the Pacific Railway Act: ‘“2.-The 
said sections shall also apply to every railway hereafter to be constructed under the 
authority of any Act passed by the Parliament of Canada, and shall. so far as they 
are applicable to the undertaking, and unless they are expressly varied or excepted 
by the Special Act, be incorporated with the Special Act, form pert thereof, and be 
construed therewith as forming one Act.” Did you call Mr. Brown’s attention to 
that provision when you asked him for his opinion ?—I did. 

é What did Mr. Brown say ?—He led me to understand that he did not think 
that clause of the Act would apply in this case. 

. Q. What were your instructions ?—They are the same as those fyled as exhibit 
6030.” 

Q. One paragraph of the instructions reads thus :— I am further to inform you 

that, in arriving at the price to be paid for land, &c, you are not to consider its 
resent value, but its value at tho time it was taken for the purposes of the railway, 

From which date to date of completion of purchase, it is possible interest may have 

to be allowed.” Is it by this clause you governed yourself in fixing value ?— Yes. 

Q. At what dete did you consider the purchase to have been made, in the sense 
which is intended here ?—When the terminus was really established by registering 
the plans securing that reserve. 

Q. What date was that?—It was in December, in Ottawa, in the Board of 
Works; and some time in January, 1875, at Prince Arthur’s Landing. 

Q. Was the value you set on the lands the value in January, 1875 ?—Yes ; I con- 
sidered them so. 

Q. Was it the expectation of this being the terminus that gave the lands their 
value ?—It increased their valuc. 

Q. Did this give them their value over the forty dollars an acre that you spoke 
of a while ago?—There is no doubt that the fact of the Canada Pacific Railway 
terminus being placed there is what gave the value to the town plot and the lands 
in the neighbourhood. We were guided more particularly by the value of other 
lands outside of this land—what McKellar and other people were selling lands for— 
rather than the Act of 1868. We thought that lands ought to be worth as mach 
inside the town plot as was paid for lands outside. 

Q. You say that land in the town plot should be as valuable as land on the out- 
side. I suppose it depends on which side of the town plot it would be ?—McKellar, 
down the river from the plot, was asking two hundred and fifty dollars for lots along 
the front street running on top of the bank of the river. They were asking two 
hundred and fifty dollars for fifty feet frontage. Mr. Knappin told me that he paid 
that price. 

. How much nearer would that be to the mouth of the river ?—It is about a 
quarter of a mile east of the town plot. 

Q, How far from the round house ?—A mile and a half nearer the mouth of 
the river. 

Q. Are you aware that McKellar offered his farm in 1875 for seventy-five dollars 
an acre ?—I heard that, but I could not speak of it as a fact. 

Q. Were all the lands taken for the terminus in the town plot of Fort William ?— 
x Oo i there are some in Jot number six, adjoining the town plot in the Township of 

eebing. 

Q. Fe that a farm lot ?—Yes; a hundred acre lot. 

Q. Was it improved or cleared ?—Not much; there was a little clearing made 
along the river. 

Q. How much ?—In 1872 or 1873, I think, the clearing on lot number six was 
a couple of acres, and there was quite a sarge piece of ground underbrushed. 

. Who was the owner of that lot at that date ?—The Reverend Mr. Smith. 

Q. When did he own it ?—He told me he bought the lot in 1872 or 1873. 

LC Q. Who was the owner of that lot at the time you valued it ?—Oliver, Davidson 

0. 
Q. When did Davidson become the owner of it?—I could not say. 

4 . 
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Q. You valued the portion taken by the Government ?— Yes. . 

Q. And, in valuing that, did you not ask the seller what he paid for it, or how 
long he had owned it ?—No; I do not think I did. I bought as cheap as I could 
from him. 

Q. You did not know how long ho held it, or what he paid for it ?—No. 

Q. Were many of those lots improved that were taken for the terminus, by 
being fenced, built upon or cleared ?—There wero several lots improved. 

Q. What percentage of them, as compared with those taken ?—-A dozen of lots 
along the river, or more perhaps. 

Q. How did you arrive at the value of the Neebing Hotel, for which $5,029 was 

id?—The intention was to pay the actual cost of the building, and we were 
urnished a detailed account of what the building had cost up to the time work had 
stopped, which, with five handred dollars damages added to it, made up the amount. 

Q. Who furnished the accounts to you?—I think I got them through Mr. 
Brown’s hands. They were furnished from Mr. Oliver's office. I understood the 
accounts were kept in Mr. Oliver’s office. 

Q. Wh was the size of the building ?—I have the dimensions and measure- 
ments in a book, but [ have forgotten it. I measured it all carefully. | 

Q. Could you ascertain from the report furnished ?—I do not think it. Ido not 
think the measurements of the building are given in it. 

Q. Who did you negotiate with in purchasing this building ?—I saw Mr. Brown, 
Mr. Oliver and Mr. Henderson, who was living in the building at the time. He was 
the builder, and the Vice-President of the Company, I think. 

Q. Was Mr. Brown interested in -the property ?—I rather think so. I was 
under the impression he was, but I could not say. 

Q. What interest had Mr. Henderson in the property ?—I understood ho had 
two thousand dollars stock in the Company. - | 

Q. What Henderson is that? here is he living ?—He was liviug in the 
building at the time. | 

Q. Where is he living now ?— I could not say. I have not seen him for a year, 

Q. Who were the stockholders in that Company?—I know but very few of 
them. I understood that Oliver & Davidson were stockholders, and Mr. J.J. Vic ers 
of Toronto. I only know two or throe of them. ' 

Q. Was Mr. Brown a stockholder ?~~I understood he was interested in the Com-, 
pany. I saw a list of the stockholders on one occasion, but I paid no attention to it. 
= Q. But you understood that Mr. Brown was interested in the building ?—Yes; I 
understood that he had an interest personally or through Oliver, Davidson & Co., 
I do not know which. . 

Q. You based the value on the material that was said to be used in the construc- 
tion of the building ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you ascertain whether the lumber and other material charged in Oliver, 
Davidson & Co's. bill had been used in the building ?—No. I went up twice to 
measuro the building. I did not know whether it would be advisable to measure it, 
having the accounts, and I took it for granted, from what they assured me, that ‘all 
the material had been used in the building. 

» Q. You assumed that to be the case 7—Yes. 

Q. What sort of a building was it, as to its appearance and general size ?—It 
was a very tomporary structure. | 

Q. What kind of a frame was it? Would thoy call it a balloon frame ?—It was 
what is usually called a balloon frame. . 

Q. Was it a very substantial building ?—No. 

Q. Was there a stone foundation under it ?—No, only under a portion of it. 

Q. Are Pie aware to what extent did that foundation go; was there a collar 
under it ?—There was astone cellur—a good sized cellar. I measured it but I have 
not my book with me. I should say that the cellar was about sixteen by twenty feet. 

Q. Was it laid up with lime and sand mortar?—No—it was principally flat 
stone—there was very little mortar in it. | 
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Q. Was not blue clay used for laying up the stone ?—Yes. 

Q. Was there as much blue clay as stone ?—-No: not in the face of it. 

Q. The building was not finished then ?—No, there was very little of it finished. 

Q. Had you any proof furnished of the quantities of material used when you 
made the valuation ?—No, we did not determine the value of the building. There is an 
affidavit from Mr. Oliver with regard to the date the building was put on the ground. 

On this 14th day of March, examination resumed :— 

Q. Did you not make any valuation?—No. I had no knowledge of the quantity 
of material but by measuring it, which I did not. 

. Q. How did you ascertain its value if you did not make any valuation ?—I was 
informed that the Government intended to pay the actual cost of the building, and 
their detailed account furnished by Mr. Oliver was the cost of the building, which 
I was to forward to the Government to investigate. 

Q. Who informed you that the Government were to pay the actual cost of the 
building ?—I think Mr. Brown and Mr. Oliver—both. 

Q. Did you in any way certify the truth of the statement of material furnished 
by Mr. Oliver, or did you assume that the accounts furnished to you were the correct 
accounts of the material used ?—I understood they were the lowest figures they 
would take as the actual cost of the building up to that time. 

Q. Did you assume that those accounts, as furnished to you by Oliver, Davidson 
& Co., were correct when you sent them to the Government ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you take any steps to verify them ?—No. 
ra When you sent them to the Government did you make any report on them ?— 

id not. 

‘- Q. Why did you not make a report? In sending them in that blank form you 
must have Pad some reason in not sending a report also ?—My colleague, Mr. Reid, 
carried them down from Toronto to Ottawa, and he was to explain the report. 

Q. And it was understood that-he was to explain tothe Government everything 
in relation to them ?—Yes. 

Q. You stated in your evidence when you were last examined that there was a 
cellar underneath the building, of stone ; was the cellar wall underneath the sill and 
did it form a portion of the foundation of the building ?—I think the building in the 
first place rested on posts. The posts were under the sill and it was built in with 
stone afterwards. , | 

Q. But did the stone come underneath the sill; were the posts removed ?—The 
posts were not removed, not all of them at ali events. I am under the impression 
that the building rested on posts, independent of the stone foundation. I fancy a 
portion of the cellar at the corner formed a portion of the foundation of the building. 

Q. Was this building lathed and plastered ?—Only the portion of it that was 
over the cellar. One or two rooms were plasterod I think. 

Q. What would be tho sizs of those rooms ?—One room that I was in was perhaps 
sixteen by eighteen feet. 

Q. Each of them was about that size ?—I was not in the other. I was only in 
one. 
hi we Do you suppose the ‘other was about the same size ?—About the same, I 

ink. 

Q. Look at the account, as furnished by Mr. Oliver, of the quantity of material 
furnished to the contracters—the account under date October 19th, “ten barrels of 
lime.” Do you think that ten barrels of lime were required to plaster those two 
rooms ?—I was only in one of the finished rooms, but I was all through the rest of the 
‘house. 

Q. Are ten barrels of limo charged in that account ?— Yes. 

Q. At how much ?—Twonty dollars. 

Q. Do you think that ten barrels of lime were required to plaster those two 
rooms ?—No, I think not. 

Q. Was the joiner’s work done in the building ?—To some extent. 

Q. What is the extent ?—The doors and windows of this furnished portion of the 
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building, and the stairway, without railing. A portion of the lower floor on the east 
wing was laid, and a part of the floor on the second storey over it. 

Q. What were the dimensions of the building ?—We call the north and south 
portion of the building the east wing; it was eighty by twenty-four feet. The west 
wing is eighty by thirty feet. A kitchen, which was finished, and woodshed, fifty by 
eighteen feet. The kitchen and shed are one storey, and the house is two storeys. 

b Rs What is the height of the frame ?—I could not say; the ceiling is a fair 
eight. 

Q. Which portion of the house was complete; that is, had the joiner’s work done? 

—The portion over tho cellar. 

Q. What was the sizo of it ?—Thirty, feet by twenty-four. 

Q. That is the portion in which the joiner’s work was done ?—Yes, in the lower 
storey, that is, the plastering was done. The walls were plastered first-coat only, 
and the floor, I think, was laid én the upper storey. 

Q. But no joiner’s work was done on the second storey ?—There was a consider- 
able part of the floor laid, some studding up for partitions, and the stairway. 

6. Was there any painting done in the building ?—I think net. 

Q. Would you look at the account, as furnished by Mr. Oliver, and ascertain if 
there is any paint charged, and the quantity and cost ?—Yes, I notice there are two 
entries, one of $20 and one of $18; together they make $38, but it is charged at 
$34.20, as there is a discount of ten per cent. 

Q. Would you look at the account and ascertain the quantity of oil, turpentine 
and varnish that was furnished?—Twenty-five gallons of boiled oil, and 70 cts., 
apparently for the barrel, $18.10; ten gallons of turpentine, at 80 cis., and two tins, 
each 75 cts., making $9.50; five gallons of furniture varnish, $6.25; one pound of 
lamp-black, 20 cts.; four pounds of venetian red, 14 cts.; and ten pounds of patent 
dryer, $1.05; two pounds of yellow ochre, 6 cts., making in all $34.45. 

Q. How many doors were made and hung on the building ?—I could not say. 

Q. Were all the doors necessary for the lower portion of the building—that is, 
the east wing, hung ?—The outside door and the kitchen door were on, and the doors 
were hung on that portion of the building that Mr. Henderson was living in. 

Q. How many doors in all, do you suppose ?—I could not answer the question. 

Q. Would you look at the account and see how many doors are charged there ?— 
I might mention that there was a pile of doors up stairs in the upper storey of the 
building at the time that were not hung, and some sashes. There are forty-four doors 
charged in the account. 

Q. At how much per door ?—One at $7; one at $4.50; 2 at $4 each; fifteen at 
$3 each ; twenty-five at $2.75 each, making in all $133.25. 

Q. Were the sashes in and the glazing done ?—Only that portion of the building 
in which Mr. Henderson was living. 

Q. And that comprised how many rooms ?—The two plastered rooms. I was 
only in one. There might have been three rooms, as the front room might have 
been divided into two. 

Q. Bat you could toll from the outside how many windows there were ?—A bout 
four windows. 

Q. Look at the account and see how much glass was charged?—-The total 
amount is $92.52. | 

Q. What is the quantity of glass ?—Twenty-three boxes and 252 panes. 

Q. Look at the account and see the quantity of sashes that is charged, and for 
which Mr. Oliver received payment ?—Forty-three pairs ; $63.60. 

Q. How much of the building was shingled ?—Only a portion of the east wing 
and the kitchen. 

Q. Covering how much ?—I think about two-thirds of the east wing. 

Q. What was the size of the wing ?—Highty by twenty-four feet. 

‘). How many squares would there be in the part shingled ?—I do not know. 

Q. Look at the account and see how many thousand shingles were charged for 
by Messre. Oliver & Davidson ?—Forty-six thousand, amounting to $161. 
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Q. Ne you think it required forty-six thousand of shingles to shingle that por- 
tion ?—No. 

Q. How much of the flooring was laid ?—I could not say positively, but I think 
most ofthe bower floor on the east wing was laid, and a good portion of the upper floor. 

Q. How many feet of lumber would be required to lay the lower floor ?— Nineteen 
hundred and twenty feet. ' 

Q. Was there much of the upper floor laid?—There was a portion laid in the 
main building and in the wing. 

Q. Making altogether how much?—I did not make any calculation. I did not 
measure the flooring that was laid, because there was a lot of flooring in the building 
not laid. . 

Q. Look at the account of Mr. Oliver, and see the quantity charged ?—Fifteen 
thousand eight hundred and seventy-two feet, costing $353.98. 

y Q. Look at the account, and see if four dozen of sash fasteners are charged there ? 
es 


Q. Were thoy used in the building ?—I could notsay. I am not aware that any 
were used. 

Q. What is the cost of those fastenings ?—Nine dollars and twenty cents. 

_ Q. How many locks and knobs were charged ?—Six and three-quarters dozen of 
locks, and the same of knobs, charged at $37.83. 

Q. Do you think that those were used in the building ?—Not all of them; a few 
of them were on the doors that were hung. 

Q. There is a quantity of tin charged in the bill ?—Yes; sixty-six feet of tin 
charged at $6.60. | 

Q. Was that used in the building ?—I did not see any. 

Q. Were the chimneys built in this hotel ?—One flue, I believe, in the portion of 
the building that was finished. There had been a brick top on it, but it fell off or 
mouldered away. It was brick made in the neighborhood, and it did not stand the 
weather. 

Q. Were the chimneys belonging to the hotel properly built from the foundation? 
No; they were not. 

Q. Who were the directors for this company ?—I understood that Mr. Oliver and 
a gentleman who was living in the büilding (Mr. Hendersou), and Mr. Vicars, of 
Toronto, were. 

Q. Who did you get the accounts from that were furnished by tho President of 
the Neebing Hotel Company ?—I got them from Mr. Brown; they were furnished to 
him by Mr. Oliver. 

Q. In those accounts do you find payment for two lots (lot 34 Water street and 
lot 34 South Fredericka street) charged at $250 each ?—Yes. 

Q. Look in the account furnished by Qliver, Davidson & Co., and see if the lots 
so charged there were included in the other account ?—Yes. 

Q. Muking there the same total which is afterwards included in this account that 
Mr. Brown furnished ?—Yes. 

Q. Do the accounts show that those two lots have been charged and paid for 
twice ?—They do. 

Q. In whose handwriting is that account; of the Hotel Company's? I could 
not say; I think it is Mr. Brown’s. 

Q. Did you not give any certificato at all,as a valuator, for this money ?—I think 
not, excepting the general report and return. 

ow was the money drawn without your certificate? Upon whose certificate 
did the warrant issue for the payment of the money ?—I signed the return. 

Q. So you assumed the responsibility of certifyng to the Government that there 
was due to the Neebing Hotel Company $5,029.36 ?—My colleague, Mr. Reid, was to 
explain the matter when he went to Ottawa. We thought it would be more satis 
factory than a written report. 

Q. Had you any correspondence with the Government during the time you were 
acting as valuator, with reference to any points that came up ?—No. 
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Q. Did it occur to you that it would be advisable to have got an affidavit from 
Mr, Oliver, or from Mr. Flannagan, his book-keeper, as to the quantity of material 
that was furnished for that building ?—Mr. Oliver assured mo that that was the very 
least that they would accept for the building. 
cu a Did you not think it would have been important to have had that veritied ?.— 

think so. 

Q. These accounts include a large quantity of material that was not, and could 
not have been used in the building—did you, as valuator, take any steps to seo that 
these articles not used should be secured to the Government, or what would becomo 
of them ?— We took no steps to secure it, not knowing that the Government would 
accept the building at those prices. 

Q. Did the Government ever get any benefit from the materials, or do you know 
what became of them ?—It was supposed that the property in the building was 
secured so long as Mr. Henderson was in possession of it. There was no certainty 
that these items would be acknowledged by the Government. Until we got notice 
that the account would be accepted by the Government, we did not consider that we 
had control of the material any more than we had over the building. 

Q. How far is the Nebing Hotel from the railway dock?—Between two and 
three hundred feet, I think; it is just abreast of the dock. 

Q. Mr. Oliver, in 1577, I think it was, wrote to the Government to say that he 
would take that building back, und refund the money. Could the Government 
accede to that under any circumstances? Was it not essential that they should have 
that ground, it being so close to the railway dock ?—It was certainly important that 
the Government should have those lots, as they could not carry their track down the 
river very well without them. 

Q. How far from the track is it ?—It is about two-hundred feet. 

Q. Could as good river frontage and station grounds have been got below Fort 
William town plot, on the MeKellar, McVicar, and Hudson Bay farms, as where it 
has been located ?—Quite as good. 

Q. Could this line have been run from the West, without touching Fort William 
townplot ?—Yes. 

à. Do you know where the Murillo station is ?—It is tho first station west of the 
present termiuus. Iam not aware of any obstacle in the way of running a track in 
at the rear of the town plot, and striking the river on the McKellar property. 

Q. Would that line, striking the McKellar farm, be any longer than the present 
terminus ?—It would be about the same length, if anything like a straight line could 
be obtained through the country for a track. 

Q. Are you acquainted with that section of country ?—I have been through it 
a good deal. 

Q. What is the topography of the country ?—It is a flat country, with low sandy 
ridges and swamps. 

Q. Would you have on the McKellar farm, extending down the river, as good 
water frontage as there is on the present location ?—I think so—o course we could 
extend it down the river. | 

Q. Would a large saving in right-of-way and terminal grounds have been effect- 
ed, had the terminus been brought down below the town plot ?—I think so. A good 
seal would depend upon what the property could be bought for from McKellar and 

cVicar. 

Q. Would the dockage be as good as at the town plot ?—I think so; the bank is 
about all the same, but it is somewhat lower there than at the town plot. 

Q. Is there a chain reserve along the river which the Government could use for 
a railway track and dockage ?—One chain was resorved along the river in the origi- 
nal survey, but whether it is now in the hands of the Government, I could not say. 
Pigeon River road has been built, back trom the river a short distance. . 

Q. Was not a chain reserved along all the navvigable rivers there ?—Yes, but this 
road is back from fifty to a hundred feet from the river now. 

Q. In the fall of the year would the river remain longer open at the McKellar 
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farm than further up towards the railway dock ?—There would be very little 
difference. 

Q. Is the river narrower and more crooked about the McKellar farm than it is 
below ?—There are more bends in the river above. 

na Is the river nearly straight below the McKellar farm to the Lake ?—Very 
nearly, 

Q. Then if it is necessary to do any dredging to widen the river, there would 
be less of it to be done by having the terminus at the McKellar farm ?—Yes. 

Q. Are you aware as to whether the river is wider from the McKellar farm 
down to the lake than it is above ?—I never measured it, at least not for some years ; 
I did at one time, but I have forgotten. I should fancy it is a little wider from the 
McKellar farm down to the mouth, but it is a question if the water is as deep, close 
to the shore, as the banks shelve up more. , 

Q. If the water is not as deep, certainly in order to get to the town plot, vessels 
would have to pass the McKellar farm ?—I don’t refer to the centre of the river ; I 
mean close to the banks, the water is not as deep as where they are more abrupt. 

Q From the Murillo station could a direct line, as good a line as to the Me- 
Kellar farm, be got to Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—I know tho general features of 
the country; it is flat with a good deal of swamp. 

15th March.—Examination continued. 

Q. I think. the Committee understood you to say that you did not apply the 
Railway Act of 1868 Lo your valuations for the Pacific Railway terminus at Fort 
William ?—I believe that Act was taken into considoration. A uniform value was 
established for the lands. At that time the round-house was being erected, and 
we paid no more for lands in the immediate neighbourhood of it than we paid for 
the lands at the other end of the reserve. 

Q. The eighteenth clause of this Act, reads thus : —“ The arbitrators in deciding 
on such value or compensation, are authorized ani required to take into consideration 
the increased value that would be given to any lands or grounds through or over 
which the railway will pass, by reason of the passage of the railway through or over 
the same, or by reason of the construction of the railway, and to set off the increased 
value that will attach to the said lands or grounds against the inconvenience, loss or 
damage that might be suffered or sustained by reason of the company taking 
possession of or using the said lands or grounds as aforesaid.”” Did you take that 
clause into consideration ?—To some extent. It was taken into consideration in this 
respcct: that we paid the same for lands in the neighborhood of the round-house as 
we did at the other end of the reserve, three-quarters of a mile away. If that clause 
of the Act had not been taken into consideration, the lands there would have been 
worth more. In December, a uniform price was fixed with Oliver & Davidson, with 
regard to their lands throughout the town plot. 

Q. But, in fixing that valuo, were you governed by the provisions of this clause; 
can you say whether Oliver and Davidson retained land or continued to own land at 
the time the valuation was made ?—Yes, I believe they did. The question was taken 
into consideration as to the increased value given to the lots outside of the reserve 
that were cut off from the river front; it was considered that it would have 4 
tendency to lessen the value. 

Q. Were you governed by this clause in making your valuations of land there? 
Yes, to a very great extent, as far as we considered the clause to apply to particalar 
Cases. 

Q. I think you stated to the Committee, in th®early part of your examination, 
that you felt in doubt about the question ?—Yes. 

Q. And that you consulted Judge Van Norman, and Judge Van Norman declined 
to give an opinion ?—Yes. 

Q. From whom did you then take your interpretation of the Act?—We took our 
own opinion with regard to the matter. 

Q. Are you a lawyer ?—No. 

Q Is your colleague a lawyer ?—No. 
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Q. Did you interpret this Act without consulting a logal adviser ?—I saw Mr 
Brown. 

Q. What was his opinion ?—He thought it questionable whether the Act applied. 

Q. Did you take your interpretation of the Act from Mr. Browa ?—Not 
altogether. 

Q. What other opinion did you take ?—In our judgment, the object was to buy 
land as cheaply as possible at a uniform price, and not to allow an increased price in 
one place more than in another. 

Q. The second clause of the second section of the Railway Act of 1868 reads as 
follows : “The said sections shall also apply to every railway hereafter to be 
constructed under the authority of any Act passed by the Parliament of Canada, and 
shall, so far as they are applicable to the undertaking, and unless they are expressly 
varied or oxcepted by the Special Act, be incorporated with the Special Act, form 
part thereof, and be construed therewith as forming one Act.” I want to 
ascertain from you what legal advice you acted under in interpreting this Act ?— 
Mr. Brown was our only legal adviser. ~ 

Q. Was he sent by the Crown to advise ?—Yes; I understood so. 

On this 18th day of March, reappeared the said witness and his oxamination was 
continued as follows : — 

Q. How do you make it appear that by giving a uniform price to Oliver 
Davidson & Co., you had applied this act?—In consequence of the terminus of the 
railway being established there, lots in one portion of the reserve really became more 
valuable than in another. That increased value was not paid them. It was well 
known they were proceeding with the work on the round-house, but where the 
passenger station, for instance, was going to be was not known. We paid the same 
price for the lots all through the reserve as a rule. 

Q. You say that the round-house was being built, and the value of the land was 
affectod thereby ; were you not instructed to value the land at its valuc before the 
terminus was fixed there ?—The value at the time the terminus was fixed in 1875; at 
the value of the land then. 

Q. Did not the Committee understand you to say on the first day of your oxam-, 
ination that you did not apply that Act, that you did not sée how it could be 
applied ?—Yes; after taking the best advice we could get on the matter we based our 
valuations on the price, not the then price, but what the lands were supposed to be 
worth at the time the reserve was made. There were some other portions of the 
reserve a great deal more valuable than otbers. 

Q. What do you mean by the best advice you could get? Legal advice?—Yes, 
we consulted Mr. Brown, Judge Van Norman and others. 

Q. What did Judge Van Norman say ?—He would not give me an opinion. 

Q. Then did you not know that Mr. Brown was an interested party ?—Yes; I 
was well aware of it. 

Q. And that the advice ho would give you in that direction if followed out would 
benefit him ?—Yes. 
or nd the further examination of this witnoss is continued until Wednesday, the 

th inst. 

On this 27th day of March, reappeared the said witness, whose examination was 
continued as follows :— 

Q. Had you any instructions from the Department, or from auy officer of the 
Government, other than those before the Committee ?—I had none. 

Q. Had you any verbal or written ?—I had nocommunication, verbally or other- 
wise, with them before or during the valuation. 

Q. Had you any personal communication with Mr. Mackenzie, or any officer of 
his Department, anterior to your appointment ?—I had not, I came down and saw 
him personally after. 

ê. What is your experience of that section of country as a surveyor ?—I com- 
menced surveying at Lake Superior in the fall of 1864, and I have been in that 
country every season since. 
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Q. Have you had more or less surveys in that country over since ?—Yes; I 
have been on surveys every season in that country, except three winters. 

Q. Is there any surveyor who has had as much experience in that district a3 
you ?—I do not know of any one in the Province who has had as much. 

Q. Do you know whether you were selected on that account, or have you any 
reason to know that such was the case ?—J did not hear that [ was selected on that 
account. 

Q. Was the position sought for by you, or were you named ?—I first heard of 
the position in the Crown Lands, I think, from Mr. Divine at Toronto, and I came 
down here to Ottawa, and went personally and saw Mr. Mackenzie. 

Q. What occurred in that interview ?—I asked if the survey and valuation of 
the land was going to take place. He asked me what lands I held or was interested 
in at Thunder Bay or that district. I told him I had none, mining or otherwise, in 
the municipality of Shuniah in which this town plot was situated. 

Q. Did anything further of importance take placo ?—He asked me the samo 
question again next day, I think. He went on to say I had been there and made 
extensive surveys, as if ho doubted my word whether I held land interests thero or 
not. À few days afterwards I got my instructions, and L saw nobody else but Mr. 
Mackenzie about the matter. 

Q. You were present here, I believe, during the time Mr. Reid was examined as 
to the mode in which the owners were approached ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you concur generally in the evidence that he gave ?—Yes; as to the price 
or the valuations that were established. 

Q. Do you think now from all that has transpired, and the experience and nego- 
tiations you have had, that any better terms could have been made ?—TI don’t think 
it—not for the land. Better might have been done with the Neebing Hotel property, 
but not with the town lots. 

Q. Havo you any knowledge of the amount that was paid by the Prince Arthur's 
Landing Railway Company for thoir land ?—I believe they paid considerable more 
than was paid in the town plot per acre. 

y Q. Have you any experience of.the value of lands at Prince Arthur’s Landing? 
—Yes. 

Q. Do you know the lands the Prince Arthur’s Landing Railway Company 
secured in the town plot ?—I do. . 

Q. How do the prices they paid compare with the prices you paid ?—I believe 
they paid considerably more at the town plot of Fort William. At the timo this 
right of way was paid for through the town plot—I mean the right of way for the 
Prince Arthur’s Landing Railway—I was at Mr. Ley’s office, and he asked me what 
it would amounttoper acre. I romember the quantity of land was 14 of an acre, 
which, I think, cost $1,100. Hoe wanted me to tell how much they had paid per acre. 
He took the figures from the deed, I think. I had no personal knowledge either of 
the nominal amount or as to whether it was correctly stated in the decd. 

Q. Have you any knowledge of the value McKellar asked for his landa, at the 
same time, in 1875 ?—I was told two or three times that for lots fronting on Pigeon 
River Road, north side, fitty feet frontage, he asked $250. 
had Q. Had you over any conversation with McKellar yourself about it?—No; I 

not. 

Q. Then, it is only heresay ?—Yes; I was told it by several parties, and I had 
reason to believe that it was the case. — . 

Q. Havo you knowledge at all, from any other circumstances, what McKellar 
held his land at?—Mr. Knappin told me he had paid that, and pointed out two or 
threo lots west of his place, between it and tho town plot, that that price had been 
paid for it. 

Q. You own no land in the;town plot yourself ?—I own'none in the munipality. 

Q. Did you try to acquire any other lands there ?—I did. In that season—1B 
pe bought what was known as the Blackwood property, in Prince Arthur's 

anding. 
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Q. That was subsequent to your appointment ?—Yes; it was after my appoint- 
ment. My appointment was in June, and 1 bought the property on the 31st August. 

Q. Then you have some experience as to the value of land at Prince Arthur's 
Larding ?—Yes. 

Q. You surveyed a good many of the lots?—Yes; I surveyed the town plot in 
the first place. 

Q. I will ask you this general question: What would have been the relative 
value of a terminus equal in size, at Prince Arthur’s Landing, to the one already 
secured? What would have been the relative cost of it?—-It would depend a great 
deal upon where the terminus would be placed. 

Q. Anywhero along tho front, between the Government reserve and the McVicar 
Farm that you have talked of?—If the same area had been taken out of Prince 
Arthur’s Landing as the Government reserve at the town plot it would have taken 
up two-thirds of the whole town. 

Q. What would the cost have been ?—It would cost an enormous sum of money. 

Q. Four times as much ?—Yes; If you had taken up the same area in Prince 
Arthur’s Landing, along the front, it would have taken two-thirds of the buildings of 
the town. . . 

Q. Could not a terminus have boen obtained there without doing that ?—Yes. 

Q. Was there a Governmont reserve there sufficient for the Pacific Railway 
terminus ?—I do not think thore is sufficient width on the lake shore in the reserve 
for a terminus. 

Q. What is the breadth of the land lying along the Kaministiquia that is taken? 
—About four hundred or five hundred feet. 

Q. Now, assuming that that proportion was taken along the front of Prince 
Arthur's Landing, what would have been the relative cost?—There is an averago 
along at the Landing, taking Water street and the water front, a strip of land lying 
between that street and the shore, it would average one hundred feet. The inten- 
tions in the survey’ was to make none of it less than one hundred feet wide. Water 
street is sixty-six feet wide, and in some places, with the reserve, it is one hundred 
and fifty feet from the buildings to the wa‘er. By building a sea-wall in the water, 
two hundred fedt could be obtained there. 

Q. What is the depth of water there ?—It is quite shallow; you could wade out 
forty or fifty feet from the shore. - 

Q. Does a heavy sea come in there ?—Yes; sometimes. 

Q. Is the bank worn away considerably? Yes; considerably. They have built 
a sea-wall of crib-work along thero for a considerable distance for the Prince Arthur's 
landing Railway. 

Q. To what extent ?—Two or three hundred feet. 

Q. Can you give us any idea of what it cost ?—I could not. 

Q. In valuing the lots on Water street at the town plot, did you value them as 
water lots or not?—They were termed water lots from the fact that they fronted on 
the street between them and the water, and would always be open to the water. 

Q. But strickly speaking, did they go to the water ?—No. . 

Q. So that the Government reserve would be between them and the water ?—Yes. 

Q. And the owner would not be able to build docks there?—The people are, 
generally, under the impression that they have a right to build docks there. 

Q. But as a matter of fact they have no legal right to do so ?—No. 

Q. In valuing lands on lot number six Neebing, did you apply the Railway Act 
of 1868?—I did not consider that Act was fully applied in that caso“ that is, the 
increased value given to the balance of number six Ido not think was taken into 
consideration. I spoke to Mr. Brown about it on the property, and he said we were 
not taking portions of lots, but whole blocks. 

Q. The lot was thon subdivided ?—Yes; and the sub-divisions fyled and 
registered. 

5 Q. Were you not aware that, although they were thus sub-divided on paper, that 
one firm owned the whole ?—Yes. 
13 
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Q. So that it was really one property although sub-divided on paper ?—Yes. 

Q. And so far as you saw it there, it was practically a farm, and on paper it was 
sub-divided ?— Yes. 

Q. In your opinion, was not the'value of the remaining portion of that lot 
number six very greatly enhanced by the passing of the railway through it ?—There 
is no doubt of it. 

Q. What percentage do you think it was increased in value ?—I could not say; 
the fact of the terminus being almost on the lot, and the terminal buildings, gave it 
nearly all its value. If there was no railway there at all it would not be worth ten 
dollars an acre. 

Q. Did you take for the railway any of the lots on number six Neebing between 
the railway and the water ?—No; we took a little strip off the lots in block “ Y.” 

Q. But you did not take the water lots—the river Jots?—No; we only took 
fifteen feet, or something like that. 

Q. Those fronting on the river would be more valuable in your ostimation ?— 
Yes. 

_ Q. When you sent down the account for the Neebing Hotel, did you suppose that 
the Government would pay the amount claimed, $5,029?—No; I did not suppose 
they would. It was the opinion of both Mr. Reid and myself. 

Q. You did not consider then that your insertion of that amount in your report 
bound the Government to take it at that prive?—No. 

Q. Assuming for a moment that the Kaministiquia is the best site for the 
terminus, is it your opinion that it would be more desirable to have the terminus on 
the straight run of the river, running straight out to the lake, avoiding the elbow, 
than to place it where it has been placed ?—I would suppose that further down tho 
river, Opposite the bend where the Mission was, would be the better location. 

Q. yon think it would be better to have avoided this sharp bend for vessels? 
—Yes. 

Q: Does the McKellar Farm adjoin the town plot ?—Thero is the width of the 
street between it and the town plot. 

Q. And next to that is the McKellar property ?—Yes. 

Q. And next to that is the Hudson Bay property ?—Yes. 

Q. The McKellar property being next the town plot, could it have been reached 
by tho railway from the Murillo station without touching the town plot at all?—A 
straight line from Murillo station would strike the McKellar Farm without touching 
the town plot at all. 

Q. You have been over the country a good deal between Murillo station and the 
river at the McKellar Farm ?—Yes. 

Q. Are there any engineering difficulties in the way greater than on the other 
line ?—There are no engineering difficulties; perhaps there are doep ravines, and a 
little higher sand ridge than where the line now runs. 

Q. No serious difficulties 7?—I think not. 

Q. That bend has been a good de&l spoken of, is it very considerable? Is there 
so much as would form an obstacle to navigation ?—No; I think not, I think the 
height of the banks is worse than the bend; I do not think the bend is material. 

Q. What is the height of the bank on the McKellar Farm ?—It is considerabie 
lower than at the town plot. 

Q. Is not the water deeper under the high bank than under the low bank?—I 
think [ have heard so. 

Q. What is the width of the rivor at this bend ?—300 fect, I think. 

Q. Is it as much as that ?—I think so; I have not measured it. 

Q. Do you know what the length of the lock at Sault St. Mario is ?—Five 
handred and twenty feet. 

Q. Would not this bend be a serious obstacle to a vessel of say three hundred 
feet in length ?—Yes; it would. 

Q. Does the bend approach tho circular form ?—Yes. 

Q. What would be the radius of it ?—I could not say. 

14 
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Q. What is this bend composed of ?—It has sand and clay banks. 

Q. Would it be easily taken out and widened ?—Yes; the extremity of the bend 
is low. 

Q. Did you ever hear the late Mr. Hazlewood express any opinion as to the 
banks, whether in his view a high bank was more advantageous than a low one in 
loading vessels ?—I did. 

Q. What was it ?—I could not sa. He had some plan with which he was going 
to use to advantage the high banks of the town plot. 

Q. Do you know whether he expressed any opinion in favor of the high banks ? 
—He did. , 

Q. And he was the Engineer in charge ?—He was. 

Q. But you do not know what his plan was ?—No. 

Q. Is there any rock in that part of the river ?—No. 

Q. And not only could the river be widened, but a canal could be constructed 
there without difficulty if there was money enough to do it ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you know whether the Prince Arthur’s Landing people paid Oliver and 
Davidson in a bulk sum for their lands, for the right of way for their railway ?—I 
think so; I am not sure. 

Q. Do you know whether it was all'put in one deed—whether one decd covered 
all these parcels of land that were conveyed to the company, or whether they were 
conveyed in several deeds ?—I could not say. 

Q. Do you know how many lots this company pass through in the town plot ? 
—I could not say. All I know is that Mr. Lees opened a deed and told me what 
fraction of an acre was taken in the town plot. 

Q. What was Mr. Lees’ object in asking you a question of thatkind ?—I do not know. 

Q. Was he not interested in the lands at the town plot ?—I think so. 

Q. Was not this right of way secured for the Prince Arthur's Landing Railway 
a year after the terminus was selected at tho town plot ?—Yes. 

And further deponent saith not. 

HUGH WILSON. 


CoMMITTEE Room, No. 8. 
Saturpay, March 16th. 


Perer J. Brown, being called and sworn, was examined as follows: 

Q. Where do you reside ?—At Ingersoll. 

Q. Are you familiar, and have you been for some time familiar, with the valuation 
of property at Fort William ?—Yes; since 1872. 

Q. Were you interested in the purchase made by Mr. Oliver that yoar?—I was 
not at the time, but I afterwards purchased the interest of Donald McDonald. 

Q. What year was that?—In December, 1872. 

Q. Then you went in with the firm of Oliver, Davidson & Co. ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you invest much money at Fort William in lands there ?—Something 
over a hundred thousand dollars. 

Q. And you commenced your expenditurs in 1872 ?—Yes. 

Q. I believe you put up a saw-mñl in the neighborhood—in the Kaministiquia? 
Yes; in the island near it—Island No. 1. 

Q. What is the attraction that made you invest this large amount of capital 
there ?—It was the lumber and mining interests. 

Q. Was lumber very high all that time ?—At that time it was. 

Q. What has brought lumber down; was it competition from the lower ports or 
from the United States ?—It was from the south shore—from Minnesota. 

Q. And prices have always been ranging sufficiently high to attract American 
lumber ?—They have. 

Q. That is practically the only competitor you had?—The only competitor. I 
believe, in 1873, there were a couple of schooners with lumber came up from 
Batchewana Bay. 15 
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Q. But they were unable to compete with American lumber ?—They were not 
able to compete. 

Q. Are you familiar with valuations of property made before .the selection of 
this point for the terminus of the Pacific Railway ?—The firm of Oliver, Davidsor & 
Co. had sold several lots in 1873, 1874 and 1875. 

Q. Can you point out on the plan the particular lots that were sold, and mention 
about the dates at which they were sold, and sales by any other parties of which you 
may happen to be conversant. Take lots twenty-five and twenty-six South Frederika 
street, for instance ?— Lots twenty-five and twenty-six were sold by public auction in 
April or May, 1875, in Toronto. 

Q. In 1875 or 1874, which? Have you any memorandum from the Registry 
Office that would be a guide to you?—Lot number twenty-six was sold to several 
parties in Fort William; and twenty-five and twenty-four were sold at auction in 
April, 1875, in Toronto. Lot twenty-five was sold to Captain Elwes, of Montreal, for 
four hundred and twenty dollars, and lot twenty-four was sold to George Henderson, 
of Toronto, for two hundred and seventy dollars; lot number eight, on Water street, 
outside the Railway Reserve, was sold to a man named John Duckworth, of Toronto, 
for two hundred and fifty dollars. | 

Q. Was that as valuable as the water lots on the front ?—I do not think so. 

Q. What was the extent of those lots ?—They are half-acre lots in the town plot, 
in tho old survey. 

Q. Take lot twenty-two, south side Fredericka street; I understand that was 
sold in 1874?—Yes; that was sold in 1874 for two hundred and fifty dollars, It 
originally belonged to Oliver, Davidson & Co. It was sold to a man named 
Stevenson. 

Q. What did the valuators allow for that lot ?—Speaking from the valuations in 

‘the report provided me by the Minister of Justice from the Department, lot twenty-two 
is valued at two hundred and ninety dollars by the valuators. Thatis the lot bought 
from Oliver & Davidson by Stevenson in 1874—I am not sure but it was in the fall 
of 1873—for two hundred and fifty dollars. 

Q. Take, on Gore street, lots thirty-five and thirty-six on the North side, do you 
know what those lots were sold for, and when ?--I think Mr. Street was the owner. 
He is a resident at Prince Arthur’s Ianding. 

Q. Do you know what the lots changed hands for ?—I cannot tell you just now. 

Q. Have you any recollection ?—The valuators allowed two hundred and seventy- 
five dollars for them. | 

Q. Do you know what the parties paid for them ?—I think it was sold for two 
hundred and fifty dollars. I know Mr. Street has built a very nice frame store on 
lot thirty-six, on the North side of Gore street, immediately opposite that. He owned 
it in 1875. 

Q. Whom did he buy from ?—I think it was from a man named Douglas. 

Q. Do you know what he paid ?--Two hundred and fifty dollars, I think he told 
me himself. . 

Q. Did he purchase both of those lots ?—Yes ; but I only know the price of one. 

Q. Take twenty-five and twenty-six on the North Side of Amelia street, marked 
E on the plan ?—They originally belonged to Oliver, Davidson and Company. 

Q. When did they seli them ?—In the winter of 1874. 

Q. Do you know what they got for them ?—I think it was one hundred and 
fifty dollars each. 

Q. Were they taken tor the railway ?—They were not taken. The street fronting 
on the reserve is Fredericka street, and Amelia street is back of that. 

Q. Do you consider lots there of equal value to lots on the front street, and what 
Proportion of less value are they? I should say there is more than one-fifth difference 
iu the value. 

Q. Take lot eight on East Water street ?—That originally belonged to Oliver, 
Davidson and Company ; it was sold in 1873. 

Q. What did thoy get for it ?—I canne tell at present. 
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Q. Were there any considerable number of lots sold at auction in Teronto in the 
years 1874 and 1875 ?— In April, 1875, there was a large sale of town lots sold by 
Mr. Blackwood. . 

Q. Who owned lot twenty-four on Water street ?—I do not know. 

Q. Do you know lot twenty-four on Hector street ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you know anything about the value of it ?—I could not say. 

Q. Was it taken for the railway? Yes. 

Q. Take lot twenty-four, North Frederika street ?—It was bought for two hun- : 
dred and seventy-five dollars in 1875 at public auction, and was sold for the same 
money by Mr. Pearson. 

Q. Who is Mr. Pearson ?—He is 9 partner of Mr. John Leys, a lawyer io 
Toronto. 

_ Q. Do you know anything about lot eightecn, North Frederika street ?—Yes, 
that originally belonged to Oliver, Davidson and Company. : 

Q. When did they seld it ?—In 1874. 

Q. What did they get for it?—I think it was one hundred and seventy-five 
dollars. . 

Q. Take lot twenty-five, South Frederika street? That is the lot purchased by 
Mr. Elwes of Montreal in 1875. 

Q. What did he pay for it?—He paid four hundred and twenty dollars. 

Q. Was tho selection of the town plot made prior to that sale, or was the plan of 
the requirement of the Government fyled before that sale ?—I do not know. The first 
time I ever saw it was when I went to Fort William in 1876. My memorandum is 
that it was fyled the 3rd February, 1875, but Mr. Van Norman's is that it was in 
January. . 

Q When were you first aware of the fyling of the plan ?—It was when I went to 
Fort William in June, 1876. 

Q. When were you first aware that the town plot had been selected as the ter- 
minus for the railway ?—I heard that it had been selected only through the news- 
papers. 

P Q. I ask you when you first got to know, not officially, but otherwise, that it 
was to be taken ?—It was through the public pross in the winter of 1874-5. That. 
was the first I had heard of it, that it was officially announced through the press. 

Q. You had no reason to believe that it had been selected earlier than that ?— 
I heard it had been selected. 

Q. Had you reason to believe earlier than that, that it had been determined on 
as the terminus ?—I had no personal communication or official communication of it; 
all I saw was through the public press, and that was in the winter, as I said before. 

Q. But before that you had no expectation that the terminus would be located 
there ?—I will not say that,—I thought it would be there. 

Q. Was that after tho sale in Toronto ?—It was about the same time, or prior to 
that sale in 1875. 

Q. Have you a copy of the advertisement of the sale at Toronto showing the re- 
presentations which were hold out to the public to induce them to buy ?—I_ have not 
yot a copy of the advertisement, but representations were made in the sale advertised 
by D. M. Blackwood. 

Q. Were they his own lands ?—They were his own lands, not Oliver & Davidson’s. 

Q. He subdivided his plot and sold it?—Yes. ° | 

Q. Can you namethe first time you became aware that the town plot was 
selected for the terminus ?—It was in the winter of 1874-5 that I hoard Fort William 
had been selected, but I did not know whether the Government were going to take one 
lot there or fifty. The advertisement of Blackwood’s sale is in April 1875. 

Q. Was lot 32 north side of Gore street, belonging to Alexander McGregor, 
taken ?—Yes; it is in the reserve. 

Q. Do you know anything about the sale of that lot ?—I know nothing about 
the sale except from McGregor himself. He paid $300 for two-thirds of the 
lot to a man named J. L. Baker, Toronto. 

17 
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Q. At what time was that ?—It was in April or May, 1875. 

Q. What did the valuators allow ?—They rat allowed him $181. ut he refused 
to atcept that as he paid the money tor tbe lot without any knowledge that it was 
going to be reserved. He paid it honestly and in good faith, and he was entitled to 
be refunded the whole amount, which he afterwards got. 

Q. Did he insist on referring it to arbitration if that was not done ?—Yes ; and I 
had considerable correspondence with him on the subject. 

Q. You have, as a lawyer, some familiarity with arbitrations. Supposing that 
case had gone to arbitration, what do you suppose would have been the result ? 

ou think it would have been possible to cut down the price the man paid for it ?— 
t do not think it, and I so advised the valuators. Besides my own opinion, I took the 
opinion of Mr. James Bethune, Q.C., of Toronto, which contirmed my own. 

Q. Do you know anything of lot 26 on the south side of Fredericka street ?— Yes; 
that lot had beon sold and subdivided a dozen times during the winter of 1875, at 
Fort William. It has been subdivided into seven parcels. 

' Q. Do you know their names ?—There is Driscoll of Kincardine, and Cameron 
of Kincardine. . 

Q. Do you know what they paid ?—I have a memorandum here, an abstract 
taken from the registry office, which shows that on the 5th of February, 187), 
Ambrose Cyrette, who is the patentee from the Crown, sold twenty perches to John 
Park, a merchant at Prince Arthur’s Landing for$150. Then John Park divided tbat 

iece, and sold ten perches to D. Cameron of Kincardine, who was his partner in the 

usiness at Prince Arthur’s Landing for $350; and ten perches to John W. Driscoll 
of Kincardine, merchant, for $390. On the same day, the 5th of February, 1875, 
Cyrette sold to Andrew Boulanger 35 perches for $200. Boulanger sold that to 
Thomas Marks, of Prince Arthur’s Landing, for the same money, and he was the 
owner when the reserve was taken. Then Cyrette sold 294 perches to John C. 
Hoskings, who keeps a hotel, I think, at Prince Arthur’s Landing, for $150. Hos- 
kings sold that parcel to John Park, and John Park sold half of it to William Ramsay 
of Toronto for $330. 

Q What is the sum total for that lot ?—The sum total would be between $1,500 
‘ and $1,600. 

Q. What is the date of that sale to Ramsay ?—June 6th, 1876. The first sale 
was in February, 1875. 

Q. What sales occurred in February, 1875 ?—From Cyrette to Park; Cyrette to 
Boulanger; and Cyrette to John C. Hoskings. 

Q. When was the sale to Boulanger ?—In February, 1875. 

Q. Can you turn to the valuators list and state what was allowed for those lots. 
Take Hoskings for instance, he paid, you say, 8150. Was his purchased in 1875 ?—Yes. 

Q. What did the valuators allow to Hoskings ?—That would come under the 
names of John Park, $60, and William Ramsay, $100, or $160 for that parcel. 

Q. That would be ten dollars more than they paid? What was Ramsay allowed? 
—One hundred dollars—that is for the part of the Hoskings purchase. 

Q. What did Ramsay’s purchase cost him ?—Three hundred and thirty dollars. 

Q. Did he lose that $250 ?—I suppose so. I had considerable correspondence 
with him, and he speaks very harshly of Mr. Park who conveyed it to him. 

Q. Take Cameron’s case; he was allowed $100. What did that lot cost him ?— 
Three hundred or three hundred and fifty dollars. It appears on the abstract. 

Q. Then he lost $170?—Yes; he told me he had paid $350, I think it was 
Marks paid $300, and got $80. He lost $120. ° 
Q. Did he make a row about it ?—He did. 

Q. Did he appeal agninst the valuation ?—He came to me several times, but I 
told him I could do nothing, as the valuators had made that award. Finally, he took 
the money, and it was several months afterwards when he got it. 

Q. What did Nicholson pay ?—I do not know what he paid, he got $40. 

Q. And Driscoll ?—Driscoll got $100. 

Q. What.did he lose ?—Two hundred and ninety dollars. 

18 
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Q. Did he protest against it ?—He did, and it was a long time before he would 
accept the valuation. He wrote me that if the amount had been larger, he would 
have taken the matter before the Dominion Arbitrators. He wrote me also that he 
had made a similar statement to the valuators. 

Q. Those sales that you have been speaking of—the subdivisions of this lot 
appear to have been made in February, 1875 ?—On the 5th of February. 

Q. That is after the registration of the plan, showing the reservation made by 
the Government ?—Yes ; some few days after. | 

Q. Showing that the purchases were for speculative purposes ?—The valuators 
said there were a few lots for which they had offered $100, but the owners refased to 
take it, and insisted that it should go to arbitration, whereupon the valnators awarded 
the full amount claimed. McGregor paid $300, and they offered him $181; he 
refused to take less than he had paid, and he got the full amount afte: wards. 

Q. Why wasa different process followed with regard to McGregor’s lot than 
was followed in other cases f—-I advised the valuators that: because McGregor 
purchased the land in good faith, and without notice ot the same, having been 
appropriated by the Government, that I believed ho could succeed in getting back the 
full amount he paid before the Official Arbitrators, and I still think so. 

Q. Did not Elwes know that Fort William had been selected for the terminus at 
the time he bought the lot ?-—-He must have known that Fort William had been 
selected, but he could not have known that his lot had been taken. 

Q. Can you give the Committee some information with reference to the Neebing 
Hotel ?—I am one of the sharvholders. . 

Q. That hotel was on two lots ?—Yes* 

Q. Do you know the amount of money actually paid for the land ?—One lot, 
formerly belonging to Oliver & Davidson, was sold to the Company for $250; that is, 
24 North Water street; and the other was purchased from Mr. ohn Leys, of Toronto. 

Q. What was paid to him ?—Two hundred and fifty dollars. 

Q. Were those moneys actually paid ?—Yes. 

Q. Is Mr. Leys a stockholder in the Company ?—Yes. 

Q. For how mach ?—Two hundred dollars, I think. 

Q. When was the Company formed ?--In the winter or spring of 1875. 

Q. Under an Ontario Charter ?—Yes. 

Q. Who were the stockholders and to what amount ? --Adam Oliver, $400 
Joseph Davidson of Toronto, $500 ; Brown & Wells,—my partner and myself—$300 
—one hundred and fifty dollars each; J. J. Vickers, of Toronto, $500; George 
Faulkener, $100 ; J. S. McHannay, of Toronto, 8100 ; A. Mitchell, $100; J. Duck- 
worth, of Toronto $100; W. D. Mackenzie, of Toronto, $100; John Ritchie, $100, 
and Robert Hay, $100. ° 

Q. Who is he ?—He is a furnituro manufacturer at Toronto. Robert Henry $100 ; 
John McNab, of McNab & Marsh, $100; J. D. Henderson, $2,000 ; S. J. Keith, $200. 

Q. What were Henderson’s political proclivities ?--I do not know; I never heard 
him express himself. ! 

Q. Is that the original stock list that you have quoted from ?---A copy, and in 
the charter the petitioners are Oliver, McNab, Vickers, Henderson and myself. 

Q. How was this Company formed ?—By subscription as all joint stock com- 
panies are. 

Q. Had Henderson any property there ?—None, that I am aware of. 

Q. Did those parties pay in their stock, or a proportion of it?—The most of 
them paid in their proportion—about half of them paid 

Q, Esuppose the money was returned to them ? -Yes. 

Q. Does the amount returned to thom exceed the amount they paid ?—I could 
not say that. | 

Q. The Act of incorporation bears date the 3rd of February, 1876 ?--Yes; but 
the charter was delayed some three months in consequence of my illness. The 
application was made by my partner in June or July, 1875, for the charter. The sub- 
scription list, or stock book, was started in May or June. 
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Q. Huve you seen the detailed accounts of material furnished for the Hotel ?— 
The general account presented by the valuators is the only one of them I have seen. 

Q Did you discover an error in it of $500 ?--Yer. 

Q. When did you first discover it ?—Yesterday. There are two lots charged 
twice at $500. 

Q. Whose error was it ?—It is my own error. It was made in this way ; I asked 
Flannegan, the book-keeper of the Company, to give me a memorandum of the account 
against the Hotel, and he did so, and he gave me the amount as in memoranda in my 
handwriting. 

Q. Did you examine it when be gave it to you ?—I did not bec: use I had not 
the items of the account, and never saw it until yesterday. 

Q. Is anybody else responsible but yourself for that error ?—No; except Flan- 
negai, the book-keeper. 1 do not suppose it is his fault either, but my own entirely. 
In tho memorandum which he handed to me were included the two lots whic: were 
also included in the memorandum handed to the valuators. 

Q. How wasit that the error was not discovered when the entries were being 
made in the books ?--I do not know. 

.  Q, Did any one ever speak to you about it !—The first I ever heard of it was 
when Mr. Vidal pointed it out at the table here to this Committee yesterday. 

Q. So that you are personally responsible for five hundred dollars ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you taken measures to repay that five hundred dollars ?—I have; I 
paid it into the Bank of Montreal within an hour after the error was discovered. I 
never heard of the orror, nor did I hear Mr, Oliver mention it, or any one else. 

Q. I see by the Act of Incorporation that Mr. Henderson has paid in four 
hundred dollars on his stock. Is Mr. Henderson a man of means ?—I do not know; 
he must have paid it in work. 

Q. When he made application for the charter he must have made an affidavit 
that he paid thut amount. Whon was this hotel commenced ?—It was in May or 
June, the first Lat of the season of 1875. 

| Q. You stated to the Committee the time you made the application, in June; 
then Mr. Henderson was to have paid it in before that time ?—Not nacessarily. 

Q. The first order for lumber was given on the first of August. They made 
application for this Act of Incorporation two months before that, and Henderson 
could not have paid for it in work before that time ?—The proofs were not required 
until September or October, at any rate the advertisement was given in, in June, 1875. 

_ The application was made in the Gazette for four or five weeks before, but the time 
the moncy is paid is when the proof goes in. 

Q. What time did Mr. Henderson make this affidavit ?—I could not say; or 
whether he made any affidavit. I was very ill at the time and it was done in the 
office in my absence. 

Q. Were you up there at the time this hotel was transferred ?—I was. 

Q. Did you make any inspection of it ?—I did not. I have been in and out of 
it, but I did not ins) ect it minutely. 

Q. In the accounts I see there are paints, oils, doors and sashescharged. Did you 
see them there ?—I sw in the halls of the building several doors and kegs of nails, 
but I never examined the matter and could not speak positively. 

Q. You say you -uw kegs of nails at the time the building was handed over, look 
at the account and see what quantity is charged in Mr. Oliver’s account ?—One 
barrel of No. 10 nails, and fitty pounds of shingle nails. That is all I can see in 
Henderson’s account. 

Q. If your Compsny have mado no mistake in their accouut, you did not furnish 
many nails, consequenily you could not have scen many kegs of nails in the house ?— 
There must be another account. Thereis $291.55 for hardware from McNab and 
Marsh charged. | 

Q. I suppose, as a member of the Neebing Hotel Company, you are interested in 
the account that Oliver, Davidson and Company charged against you. I see $100 
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charged for interest, was that money duo ?—I never saw the accounts before ; I never 
examined the books ; I never saw any of the accounts. | 

Q. And you knew nothing about the division of the money received from the 
Government ?—I had my share of it. 

Q. Had you no statement of it, if not, how did you make up the account ?—I 
made it up from memoranda furnished me by the book-keeper, Mr. Flannegan. 

Q. When was the price of this hotel paid by the Government ?—I reported the 
title in October, and issued my certificate for the amount sometime in October. 

Q. Look at the account of McNab and Marsh, and say what js the discrepancy 
between it and your own statement ?—The abstract is in excess of the vouchers $82 in 
those two bills. The abstract amounted to $82 more than the vouchers. 

Q. With regard to the quantity of nails charged, do you suppose that these $82 
account for the quantity of nails used? Was the quantity charged ?—I see in Hen- 
derson’s account $9, and in Oliver, Davidson & Co.’s account $4.80—in all $13.80 for 
nails. My impression is that one of those invoices was lost. I see there is an item 
charged for freight on twenty-five barrels of nails $13.50. 

. Are you sure that those kegs that you saw contained nails ?—I am as sure of 
it as Tam that Mr. Aikins is sitting in that chair. 

Q. Do you know what the freight is from Toronto to Fort William ? —It is from 
forty to sixty cents per hundred weight, by the steamers, unless you get special 
rates for wholesale lots, when you can get it from twonty-six to twenty-eight cents ; 
but if you send an ordinary parcel, you pay from forty to sixty cents a hundred 
weight for it. . 

Q. Was your advice asked with respect to the value of the land ?—I gave no 
advice as to the value of the land. The first information I got of the values was 
from the Department of Justice, a copy of which report I now produce; but I did 
advise them to get affidavits as to the bond fides of that and all other transac- 
tions, where improvements had been made since the fyling of that notice of the 
Government in February, 1875, and wherever it was found that the parties had acted 
in good faith, and without notice of such appropriation, they should be entitled to 
receive the actual cost. The valuators never informed me what their valuations 
were. I fancied that, being agent of the Minister of Justico, I shonld have been 
told by them, but I was not, and was obliged to get my information from the 
Department. " 

Q. Did you get up those affidavits ?—I got up all but Oliver's. 

Q. What was the purport of the affidavit ?—The purport of the affidavit that I 
drew was to the effect that the matter was gone into as a bond fide transaction, and 
without notice of the appropriation, that thoy had gone and setiled an these lands; 
that they had cleared thom, and had never been notified by engineers that the land 
would be required; and I said then, and I say now, that if the matter had gone to 
arbitration they would have got the fall amount. 

Q. When you were getting affidavits with regard to other matters, why did you 
not furnish an affidavit from your own firm as to the amount of material you fur- 
nished ?—[t was outside my duty altogether. . 

Q Were you not an agent of the Minister of Justice ?-—I was. | 

Q. Did you not think it important that the affidavit should be furnished ?—I did 
not think anything about it. My opinion was not asked about it. My attention 
was not called to it, and I had no business with it. 

Q. Do you not now consider it important that information should bave been 
furnished as to the quantity of material, and in the same way that other evidence 
was furnished ?—I do not know that what I think now has anything to do with it. 

Q. Do you interfore in the business of the firm of Oliver, Davidson & Co, ?—No ; 
no more than any gentleman in this room. —_ a | 

Q. You were the agent of the Minister of Justice there, were you not ?--[ was. 

Q. Was it not your duty to furnish all information that you could to the 
Department ?—As agent of the Minister of Justice my duty was simply to get in 
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surrenders of titles, examine them, report thereon to the Minister of Justice, and 
issue my certificate for the payment of the money. My instructions were as in 
exhibit X. . ; 

Q. Had you any other instructions ?—No; my duty was to examine the titles 
and see that the Government had a proper title. The valuators had nothing to do 
with that whatever. 

Q. Did it not become a part of your duty to see that everything the Government 
paid tor was transferred to some proper officer, and that those surplus stores that 
were transferred frum the Neebing Hotel Company should be secured for the 
Government ?—I had nothing to do with them, it being no part of my duty. That 
had nothing to do with the titles of lands. My wife is down here for three lots. As 
to the titles of her lots and those of my partner Wells, and the titles of the lands of 
Oliver, Davidson & Co., and of Caroline Davidson, I did not report on them. 

Q. Who did report on them ?—Mr. Fenton, Barrister, Toronto. I wrote to the 
Minister that 1 was interested in some of them through my wife ; but the others I had 
no interest in, except the lands of Oliver, Davidson & Co., still I did not caro to act 
on them. 

+ Q. I should like a statement of the number of lots in which you were intorested, 
either individually, as partner of Oliver, Davidson & Co., through your wife or any 
other person, and the prices ?—Oliver, Davidson & Co., $12,410, in which I have one- 
sixth interest; Mr. Thos. Wells, my late partner at Ingersoll, has a sixth interest; 
the other members of the firm, Oliver one-third, and Joseph Davidson one-third. In 
the Necbing Hotel Company I am a shareholder to tho amount already named. 
Mary Brown, my wife $725; that is all. 

Q. I think you stated that you were at the town plot the time the Neebi 
Hotel was handed over to the Government ?—I was there in June and July, and 
came down in the middle of August. 

Q. Do you think it would have been advisable, inasmuch as you were there 
acting on behalf of the Government, that you should have communicated with the 
Government and informed them that ‘here was a large quantity of material there 
that ought to be put in charge of some officer ?--It was no part of my duty, although 
I had a talk with Mr. Hazlewood, and said there were several buildings thero on 
which I had reported the titles, and that he should take charge of them. | 

Q. I understood you to say that you did not report on the title of the Neebing 
Hotel ?—I said nothing of the kind ; 1 did report on it. I was interested in it simply 
as a shareholder and I passed that title. I informed Mr. Hazlewood that the 
Neebing Hotel with other buildings had been reported and paid and would have to 
be looked after. Ho rented the Neebing Hotel afterwards for $20 per month; a little 
building belonging to a man named Munroc at $12 a month; another to McLaren at 
$30 per month, and McCarron was also paying rent; those houses were all on lands 
which I had reported and paid the compensation money for. 

Q. To whom was this money paid ?—-To Mr. Oliver, as President of the Company, 
I issued the certificate. | 

Q. Was the money paid on your certificate at the Bank of Montreal ?—Yes; it 
was on à legal certificate that the money was paid. 

(), Where was the money paid:?—At Toronto. 

. Q. Was not the money all paid through some one bank ?—I think it was paid at 
the Federal Bank. I got a form from the Department in which I filled in the amount, 
and signed as agent for the Minister of Justice. . 

. @. Were you on the ground before the building was commenced ?—I was not, 
because, as I have stated, I was ill the whole summer of 1875. 

_. Q. The valuators made no report on those accounts ;, you mast have had some 
correspondence with the Government to know whether they would accept the build- 
ing or not ?—The only. correspondence I had was I wrote to the Department of 
Justice for a copy of the report; that was the only correspondence I had with the 
Department except what I had with the Deputy Minister of Justice on professional 
business. 
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Q. Did you issue”the certificates for the money before hearing from the Depart- 
ment that those valuations were approved‘byfthe Government?—I issued them on 
the report furnished. me by the Government in 1876. 

Q. Was it furnished to you before you paid any money.?—Certainly. I did not 
know the amount without it; the valuators never told me the amount. 

Q. The action of the valuators was not final, was it?—They did not say anything 
about it to me; It must have been final. 

Q. The valuations, I suppose, were sent down at differcnt times to the Depart- 
ment ?—I could not say.. I think they only made two reports, 

Q. Mr. Wilson in his evidence states that his co-valuator brought down the 
Neebing Hotel papers with him, and be did not sign them as he was to make an 
explanation to the Department. Now when this report was sent to you by the 
Minister of Justice there must have been something in connection with it directing 
you to issue your certificates ?—Yes, my instructions are fyled as exhibit ‘ X.” 

Q. I want to get at tho finality of the valuators with respect to the valuation ?— 
I had nothing to do with it. I got my instructions from the Department as they 
reported, and on that report I acted. 

Q. You do not know whether the valuations were final, or were merely referred 
to the Government as an idea of tho value, to be accepted by the Government ?—I do 
not know anything about it. | 
c Q. When the price was fixed with the parties, was it understood to be final ?— 

ertainly. 

Q. Was it subject to the approval of the Government ?—No. 

Q. The valuations were sent down to Ottawa for the approval of the Govern- 
ment, but were not final until approved of by the Government—is not that so? 
What I want to fix is the responsibility of the valuation. In the instructions to the 
valuators there is this clause: “You will understand that you ‘re not authorized 
to close any agreamenta. All you can do is to settle on a reasonable amount, subject 
po the approval of the Minister ?”--I have no answer to that, it being none of my 

iness. 

Q. Are you interested in any lots with Oliver, Davidson & Co. in the town plot, 
or outside the town plot ?—Whatever lands are held in the neighborhood by Oliver, 
Davidson & Co., I am interested in. 

The Committee adjourned till 10 a.m. on Saturday. 

| SATURDAY, March 16th. 

The said witness, PETER JoHNsTON Brown, reappeared, and his examination was 
continued as follows :— | 

Q. Is exhibit “D,” now produced and shown to you, a photograph of the Neebing 
Hotel ?—It is a photograph from the worst point of view. I do not think it is a 
correct photograph, but I recognize the building. Mr. Henderson had a tavern 
license for this building during the half year of 1875-6, granted by the License Com- 
missioners of Thunder Bay. | | 

.Q. What was your opinion in reference to the valuations made by the valuators, 
on the point whether those valuations, in your judgment, were based on the then 
present value, or on the value at the time of fyling the plan ?—I think they were 

on the value at the time of fyling the plan in the spring of that year, and I so 
advised them. 

Q. Can you give me any instance of lands sold during that year, the year 1876 ? 
—I can only speak of my own lands I sold on behalf of the firm. 

Q. Lot eighteen, block “Y,” whose was that?—It belonged to Olivor, Davidson 
&Co. It is about a tenth of an acre; that is in the survey that Oliver, Davidson & 
Co. made. It is part of lot six. A Mr. O’Connor has a hotel on the next lot. 

Q. Is that inside or outside the reserve.?—It is outside the reserve. 

Q. When was it sold ?—In the year 1876. 

Q. At what price ?—Two hundred and fifty dollars for a tenth of an acre. 

Q. The ordinary lots we have been discussing were half-acre lots ?—Yes. 
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Q. Do you know whether that lot has since changed hands ?—Yes; I sold it toa 
man named Stephenson. 

Q. Do you know if Stephenson has parted with it?—I know Stephenson was 
offered for that lot and the little hotel on it, eighteen hundred dollars last year. 

Q. What is the value of the building ?—I should say eight hundred or a thousand 
dollars. It is a very amall building. 

Q. What would that leave for the value of the land?—Perhaps eight handred 
dollars. 

Q. For land that he had previously bought from you for two hundrod and fifty 
dollars ?— Yes. | 

Q. When did he buy it from you ?—In 1876. 

Q. When did you buy that lot?—We bought it in 1872 or 1873. 

Q. From whom did you buy it?—A man named Smith, a clergyman. 

Q. How much did you pay for it?—Four hundred and eighty dollars for the 
whole lot, and then the arrears to the Crown, one hundred and seventy dollars. At 
any rate, the whole lot came to about six hundred dollars. 

Q. Is that the consideration money in the assignment from him to you?—I 
never saw that. | 

Q. Is it not quite likely that the full consideration would be mentioned in that? 
—I should say so; whatever it was it was fyled in the Crown Land's Office in Toronto. 

Q. Are you quite sure about the cansideration paid ?—I think so; I think it was 
four hundred and eighty dollars. 

Q. How many acres were there in thut lot?—I think it was one hundred and 
thirty-seven acres; somewhere about that. | 

Q. And you sold this lot for the price you name, after the hotel was built ?—Lot 
seventeen was sold to Stephenson in 1874 or 1875, when the hotel was built, that is 
the O’Connor hotel. 

Q. When was lot fifteen, block Y, North Water street, sold ?—That was sold in 
1876. 

Q. Is that in the Reserve, or outside ?—Outside. 

Q. To whom was that sold ?—Thomas Marks, tor three hundred dollars. 

Q. What is the amount of land in that ?—About a fifth of an acre. 

Q. Take lots twelve, thirteen and fourteeen, block Y ; they were sold some years 
ago; who bought them ?—A man named Ingald; he paid eight hundred dollars for 
that pro . 

ê hen was lot eight, block Y, sold ?—In 1876. 

Q. What did that bring ?—Four hundred dollars, 

Q. What did lot seven, block Y, bring ?—Two hundred and fifty dollars. 

Q. How close is that to the reserve?—Lot seven is a small lot fronting on the 
railway. | | 

Q. Were all those lots bought from your firm—Yes. 

Q. And all bought since 1876?—Yes. 

Q. Where are lots seven, eight and nine, in Block W ?—It is fronting on the 
Railway track. 

Q. What is the size of those lots?—They are very small. They are cut up and 
I cannot give you the area. They are much under a fifth of an acre. 

Q. The usual run of the lots, included in the reserve, is half an acre ?—Yes. 

Q. Take lot thirty-nine, Gore street ?—That is in the old town plot. 

Q. These other lots sold were part of lot six ?—Yes. 

Q. Can you give me any information as to what lot thirty-nine, Gore street, 
sold for ?—It is a half-acre lot. Half of it has been sold. It belonged to my wile. 
A quarter of an acre has been sold. It brought six-hundred dollars. 

Q. From whom did she purchase ?—From the Crown. 

Q. When ?—In 1873, I bought five lots. 

Q. Is that in the town plot ?—Yes. 

Q. What did you pay for them ?—Four dollars a lot. 
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Q. In 1873, had you a position up there ?—I was Reeve, in 1873 and 1874, of the 
municipality of Shuniah. It embraces several townships. 

Q. It included the town plot of Fort William ?—Yes. It included sixty miles. 
_It extended from Pigeon River down to Black Bay. | 

Q. What was the population then ?—The ouly population at that time, was at 
Fort William, Prince Érihar's Landing, and Silver Islet—mining places. | 

Q. When you were Reeve, did you, in conjunction with the manicipality, bring - 
the subject of the terminus under the notice of the Government ?—I did. When it 
was discussed as between Thunder Bay and Nipegon, I was appointed one of a 
deputation with Mr. Marks, Mr. McKellar, and Mr. Adam Oliver. We recommended 
that the terminus should be at Thunder Bay. 

Q. Had your firm, at that time, large interests in Prince Arthur’s Landing ?— 
Yes ; and we still have. 

Q. Are your interests at Prince Arthur’s Landing larger than at Fort 
William ?—We have more land in Prince Arthur’s Landing than we have at Fort 
William, exclusive of lot six adjoining. | 

Q. Would your intcrosté have been subserved more if Prince Arthur’s Landing 
had been selected for the terminus instead of Fort William ?—It would have boen 
equally as well. 

Q. What were the terms of payment for those lots ?—Marks paid cash ; Stephen- 
son paid cash; Ingalls paid, I think, one-fourth down, and gave a mortgage for 
the balance. All tho others paid part in cash, and gave mortgages for the balance. 

Q. The purchases were all bona fide?—Yes; and buildings have been erected since 
on nearly all of them. Marks has built a fine store since. 

Q. Do you know anything about the valuo of lands at Prince Arthur’s Land- 
ing in 1873, 1874, and 1875 ?—Yes ; I sold five parcels in 1873, on Arthur street, the- 
main street. 

Q. Give us the prices ?—In 1873, on part of lot three, East Arthur Street, I 
sold to three parties. Cameron of Kincardine bought twenty-two feet at twenty 
dollars a foot ; a jeweller (I forget his name now, but he is there still) bought twenty 
feet at twenty dollars a foot; Wilcox & Pew, tailors and clothiers, bought twenty- 
fect at twenty dollars a foot, and they have since paid for them. There is another 
Parcel of sixteen feet, I forget now who purchased that, but there were four parcels 
sold. 

Q. Have the prices of lots in Prince Arthur’s Landing ruled very high always ? 
—They did that year and the year following. 

Q. Do those prices still continue ?—Not so far as I know. TI have not sold any 
lands since. The price that year was in consequence of the mineral interests. 

Q. Do you know of a public sale in the year 1872 or 1873 of lands rather outside 
the business parts of the town ?—In 1872 the lands in Prince Arthur’s Landing wore 
sold by public auction by the Crown, and ours were purchased from the Crown. 

Le What were the prices at the sale ?—I do not recollect. Our firm have several 
park lots. 

Q. Can you give an idea of the value per acre?—I could not say. We have 
about thirty or forty acres in the town plot of Prince Arthur’s Landing. Our taxes 
last year were about one hundred and twenty dollars in Prince Arthur's Landing. 

Q. Do you know the place where Blackwood lived ?—Yes. 

Q. Are you aware what that property has been sold for ?—Yes; I think he sold 
it in 1876 ; he sold a portion of it in 1878. 

Q. What buildings are on that property ?—His dwelling and store, and post 
office ; it formerly was the post office. , 
_ Q. What kind. of buildings were they that were on it ?—Very good frame build- 
ings. 

Q. Well finished ?—Yes ; I think so, fairly finished and painted. 

1 ik. What was the house ?—A very comfortable frame house, a storey and a half, 

Q. Do you know when that was sold ?—It was sold, I think, last year. 
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Q. For how much ?--I thinkit was twelve hundred or fourteen hundred dollars 
I drew the agreement. Itwassold.to Mr. Wilson and Mr. Dawson. 
Q. Does not the Government own a large reserve at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?— 


‘They own the usual water front. 


Q. Is there not a ten acre block ?—Yes. 
Q. What frontage has that ?-—It has an area of nine acres seven roods and ten 
rches. ‘ 
Q And they have the water frontage ?—It is always resorved ; the usual frontage. 
~ Q. You say it is all occupied. Who occupies it ?—I suppose there must be thirty 
or forty buildings on what you call the water reserve. 
Q. Have the patents issued ?—I believe there has been a patent issued to Marks 
where he has his dock. 
Q. Are they not simply fishermen’s huts--squatters ?—They are comfortable 
cottages. 
Q. This plot would have been easily approached with a railway ?—I do not think 
it is possible. The Fort William Railway has not boen able to come there. I pur- 


- chased in 1876 several lots from our own firm with money I had for my children. I 


invested in lands up there. One of those lots is lot six, in block “ T,” a fifth acre lot, 


‘They took one-fifth of the fifth of an acre, for which they paid me eighty dollars for 


right of way for the Prince Arthur’s Landing Railway. I bought this lot,with other 
lots, from the firm of Oliver, Davidson & Co., and gave my own firm the same rate 
that they ave to the Government. They sold them cheaper to me than they would 
to the public. , 

Q. Can you give me the average of what ‘was paid for the Prince Arthur’s Land- 
ing Railway lots ?—Running back through the town plot of Fort William, towards 
Prince Arthur's Landing, Mr. Davidson was paid, for a little over half an acre, eleven 
hundred dollars. 

Q. Do you know whether any averages have been fixed, or any estimates made 


-of what the avorage was ?—1 do not know. 


k Q. Outside of that, do you know what thoy had to pay for the land ?—I do not 
DOW. 

Q. Do you think they paid you and Mr. Davidson more than they would have 
paid any .one else?—I do not think so; they are not very friendly. | 

Q. You told us you represented the Government at the town plot of Fort Wil- 
liam ?—I was acting for the Minister of Justice. I had no agency but simply to get 
in those titles. 

Q. Still you were in the Government serviee, and if you thought there was any- 
thing to report to the Government you might have considered it your duty to report 
it. Did you ever represent to the Government that the railway might be taken to 
the water and to a better terminus than has been selected without touching the town 
plot at all ?—I did not; and I think the Government would have considered it a piece 
-of impertinence on my part if 1 had done so. . 

Q. You have been Reeve of the Municipality of Shuniah and own property at 
Prince Arthur’s Landing, and arc capable of answering the question I am about to 
put to you. What would have been, in your judgment, the relative cost to the 
‘country if the railway had bean extended to Prince Arthur's Landing, as compared 
with its present terminus at Fort William ?—I would say if the station were to 

laced, say where the Government reserve is at Prince Arthur’s Landing, taking the 

ots in the town plot (and I believe there are two surveys adjoining the town plot 
-of Prince Arthur's Landing, two parcels of land that have been subdivided) I am 
sure one hundred thousand dollars would not have covered the amount—that is, in- 
‘cluding the balance of the lots at Fort William, and running through the McKellar 
and other property adjoining Fort William. | 

Q. Confine your remarks to where any line would have entered Prince Arthur's 
Landing through the building portion of it to have sufficient dockage frontage for 
the purpose of the railway ?—I should say $100,000; I had several conversations 
‘with the late Mr. Hazlewood on the subject, and he estimated it at more than that. 
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Q. Are you an engineer ?—I am not speaking as an engineer, and I am not an 

engineer. 
ha) Then you are not competent to speak professionally as to it?—Only as to 
the value of the land, upon which I consider myself capable of judging, 

Q. Then you say that the land damages would have been fully double at Prince 
Arthur’s Landing what it was at Fort William ?--Yes ; I say so, because the lots are 
all dotted with buildings. . 

Q. Are you acquainted with the McVicar farm at the Landing ?--Yes. 

Q. Could station grounds have been attained on that property? Is it built on, 
or is there merely a private residence ?—Merely their own private house. 

Q. How far is it from the railway dock to the nearest corner of the McVicar 
farm, at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?--E should say it is not more than eighty rods. 

Q. That is about a quarter of a mile ?—T think it is not more than that. 

Q. That property is not built upon ?—No; certainly not. 

Q. So that a quarter of a mile below the town plot at Prince Arthur’s Landing ; 
land could be obtained that could be used for station grounds?—-Yes; but how 
could you get there? You would have to go through the town plot of Prince 
Arthur’s Landing, and it would cost a great deal more. 

Q. Where does the eastern terminus of the railway that is constructed from 
Prince Arthur’s Landing to the town plot run ?—It terminates in front of Mr. Mark's 
warehouse. | 

Q. How does it come along the bay-- does it come through the centre of the 
own plot where it is built upon ?—It occupies the street and a portion of the water 

nt. 

Q. There would have been no diffieulty then in extending it from the present 
terminus down along that reserve to the MaVicar property ?—I am not an engineer, 
and am not qualified to give an opinion on that. 

L Q. Are you a partner of the firm in the telegraph line from Fort William West ? 
—I am. 
Q. You have some idea of the value of building. What is the pc: -cntage over 
the ordinary cost in Ontario for building houses in Prince Arthur’s Landing or Fort 
William ?—They calculate at the ordinary cost in Ontario, and then put on about 
forty per cent. 

Q. What could brick be obtained there for ?—I do not know. 

Q. What could lumber be obtained for there in 1875 ?—From $10, $12 to $14 per 
thousand, and shingles at $2.50 to $3 or $4 per thousand. | 

Q. What did you charge for them ?—We charged from $2.50 to $4.00 per thou- 
sand. We did not charge the Government any more than we charged any other 
customer. 

And farther deponent saith not. 


P. J. BROWN. 


Orrawa, 18th March, 1878. 
Roserr Rep, called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


- Q. Where do you reside ?—London, Ontario. 
Q. Are you at present Collector of Customs at London ?—Yes. 
Q. Were you Collector of Customs at the time you received this appointment as 
Valuator for Lands at Kaministiquia ?—No; I was appointed Collector of Customs in 


January last | | | | 
Q. Were you appointed as Valuator by the Government in this Kaministiquia 
matter—I was. | | 

Q. Have you a copy of your instructions from the Government ?—I have; they 
are now fyled as Exhibit “ H” | 

Q. Have you got a copy of the instructions to Mr. Wilson, your cc-valuator ?— 
Lhave; Exhibit “I,” now produced, is a copy of them. 
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Q. Do those two exhibits embrace all the instructions you received ?—Yes, of 
course; Exhibit “I” embraces more particularly Mr. Wilson’s Work as Surveyor. 

Q. Beyond these you received no other instructions ?—No. 

Q. Had you any interest at Fort William ?—None. 

Q. Had you ever any ?—Never. . 

Q. Had you any interest with any parties living there ?—None of any sort. 

Q. Explain to us precisely what you did when you first went to Fort William to 
carry out those instructions. Did you and Mr. Wilson go tp together, orseparately ? 
—I suppose, by some mistake, we did not get our instructions at the same time; 
the appointments were made at the same time, but the letter missed me. The first 
letter sont to me miscarried, and went to London, England. I had a telegram from 
Mr. Mackenzie asking me if I could go up to Fort William by appointment to do 
some work in the way of valuating those lots. 

Q. Have you got that telegram ?—I have not. 

Q. Could you give us its date ?—June 9th, I think. 

Q. That is the same date as the letter of instructions to Mr. Wilson ?—Yes. I 
telegraphed back at once that I could go and to send on instructions. A telegram 
came, that instructions had been sent, but they had miscarried, as I already 
told you. Up to the 20th, I still remained, expecting the communication, and I then 
telegraphed back {o the Department asking why I had not received the instructions. 
They telegraphed me that they would send on duplicates; that they had sent instrac- 
tions on tho twelfth. I did not get instructions until the twentieth on that account; 
consequently I proceeded by myself: to Fort William, where I expected to have met 
Mr. Wilson. I think I had a communication from him to meet him sometime before 
I got the instructions. I had never seen Mr. Wilson before and did not know him 
personally. 

Q. Did he arrive before you ?—Yes; he was there before I went up, awaiting 
my arrival. | 

Q. That would have been about the end of June, L suppose ?—Yes; nearly the 
end of June. About the 24th I arrived at Prince Arthur’s Landing. We, of course, 
consulted together to see what our duties were. His duties were much more 
onerous than mine were—he had the surveying of the property as well as the 
valuation. 

Q. Was that the survey of the part that was selected ?—Yes; the entire survey 
of the road from Fort William West, and the survey of the land that was to be 
reserved. Our object was, of course, to ascertain the value of the land. 

Q. Explain to us now how you went about that; did you go on the ground in 
the first instance ?— We wont on the ground and travelled over it. I think we took 
about a week in travelling over the ground from day to day before we approached 
any owners about it—we travelled several days, at all events. ; 

Q. Did you make any enquiry as to the value at which such lands were held ?— 
‘Yes ; we made several enquiries from parties who occupied bots, found what they 
had paid in several cases, and got at something like a knowledge of the value by 
that means. 

Q. This was in June, 1876 ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you take the then existing value of the lands, what the parties consid: 
ered they were worth, or what basis did you take as to time ?—We took the basis 
previous to the time the reserve was made. 

Q. You practically went back a year then?—Yes; we fcund that a number 
of parties had purchased in 1874 those lots that they occupied in the town plot. 

Q. Did you think that established the very best basis of valuation 2 NS thought 
it was a starting point. 

Q. Did you make your enquiries sufficiently exhaustive to satisfy you that those 
sales were bond jide and honest ?—We found in some cases they were not bond fide. 

Q. You analyzed the cases then ?—In general we accepted it as being a fair 
evidence of value. 
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Q. Was it on that evidence you predioated your valuation ?—Yes; upon the 
basis of what we found lots had been purchased for, and been selling for, at the 
beginning of 1875, and the end of 1874 

Q. Had you a plan with you ?—Yes, we had plans of the lots—Mr. Wilson had 
plaps with him; -I had none. 

Q. How long were you employed in the plot in seeing tho parties and arranging 
with them about prices ?—We were more or less employed during all that summer. 
Many parties whom we could not see lived at a distance and had to be communicated 
with. Some parties could be communicated with more easily, but it Look all the 
summer to closo the matter up. : 

Q. Did you meet much difficulty in arriving at what you thought a fair valuation 
—in other words, were the prices in excess of what you proposed ? —There was not 
much difficulty about that. We got a general basis for our work, and when we found 
any case going beyond that, we took pains to see that it was a bond fide case. We 
found several casesin which the valuation was absurd. 

Q. Have you got any memoranda, made at the time, of the lots you secured first, 
in detai), those that you first purchased, or the prices tirst fixed upon—I mean in order 
of timo?—I fancy that in the report the order of time is given; as far as I can 
remember, I may state this town plot divided into lots numbered from one up to the 
final lot, and we commenced at number one. 

Q. On the list [ have here there is a lot of which George Munro is reputed to be 
the owner—18 Agnes street—was that the first valuation?—The first valuation, I 
think, was of lot one on Fredericka street. 

Q. Did Mr. Wilson survey the lots inthe town plot ?—I think not, I think he 
simply surveyed tho right of way. When I speak of settling with any parties, I 
think now that Oliver.& Davidson’s claim was the first we had a final settlement of. 
We had met with the other owners and talked over the valuation. ete., but I think 
we closed with Oliver & Davidson for all their lots in the town plot first ; they had 
their lots in such a shape that we could not miss them. The others were scattered 
and difficult to deal with. 

Q. You think in closing with them you discussed with other parties as to the 
valuation ?—Of course. 

Q. Wero you aware that if the price asked was, in your judgement, excessive— 
that you had another tribunal—that of arbitration, to go to?—So far as my own 
judgment is concerned, it would be regulated by circumstances. I did not know 
the country or the values of land further than the circumstances concerning the case. 
I ascertained what parties had paid for lots, and the rates they were selling for, and 
was perfectly satistied that we-laid down the basis that half acre lots were worth 
from $250 to $300, according to location; that was the basis of our valuation. Of 
course there were some cases we could hardly close on that basis. 

Q. The average of the whole would be higher than that ?—Yes, but it was made 
up by parties who had paid a great deal more, and they would not take less without 
going to arbitration. e closed by giving $25 to $50 extra in cases where they had 
paid more for the lots. 

Q. What is the conclusion in your mind? Would the Government have saved, 
or would you have been enabled to obtain a less price, if you had gone to arbitration ? 
—[ am positive we could not. In any case where there was an attempt to get 
excessive prices, as there was in one or two casee—for instance, one lot that was sold 
und cut up they valued at nearly $2,000—it was resisted. It was lot number 26, 
South Fredericka Street; we valued it at $350. It was a large lot, considered to be 
specially valuable, and I am not sure but what wo went up to $400 value for it. 

' Q. Have you got any memorandum with reference to that lot particularly ?— 
Ican tell you the circumstances very easily: we found, on approaching the: party 
who was registered for it, that he had sold portions of it. 

Q. To whom did this lot belong ?—It belonged to Ambrose Cyrette. We found 
that there were six parties in the lot. It had been divided into six parts, and cach 
‘one had purchased a portion. 99 
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Q. What had they paid in the aggregate for the portions they held ?—Park said 
he paid $300 for his portien, and Cameron had paid $150 for his. 

Q. Had you any evidence of tho aggregate amount those parties paid for the 
parts of that lot ?—We had no evidence that they paid anything. In fact, we had 
great doubt about the price and we could not pay it, and it would have to go to the 
expense of arbitration. I closed with Mr, Ramsay, one of the parties who said he 
had paid $330 for his portion. 

. What did you give him for it ?—$100. 

Q. And what to the other parties? Driscoll, for instance ?—I did not deal with 
him. Mr. Wilson did, and gave him $100 for his part. 

Q. Did he state what he paid ?—I don’t know what he paid. I think the way 
Ramsay paid for his was, that the party who owned that portion of the lot was 
owing Ramsay, and he gave him a mortgage on the lot as payment for $330. 

6. Can you give us any idea of the percentago that you allowed on that lot as 
against what they alleged they had paid ?—I think we gave about thirty per cent of 
their claim. We went beyond our basis even then. 

Q. That was one of the highest priced lots ?—It was the very highest. 

Q. How long were you discussing this matter with the parties? Was it settled 
in a day, or an hour, or did it occupy considerable time ?—lt occupied nearly two 
months. We had to visit those parties, negotiate with them, and get them to perceive 
the absurdity of their claims, assuring them that they could not be allowed, and deal 
with them in that way; of course, there were some of them—Ramaay for instance— 
who, I am satisfied, paid $300 as value. He did not know the value of the property, 
and took it in good faith from the party he got it from. Of course he felt very 
keenly at losing $200. 

Q Did you negociate witb him yourself ?—Yes ; I did. 

Q. Where did he live ?—In Toronto. 

Q. Do you know the date of his mortgage ?—No; I do not. 

Q. What was the value of that lot 26—the whole of the subdivisions of it together 
—how much did that lot cost the Governmont ?—We valued it at $400; but coming 
to deal with tive or six parties we had to relax a little. 

Q. What was the price given for that by the Government ?—$540. They claimed 
$1,670; what was paid was about thirty per cent. of what was claimed. 

Q. From the circumstances connected with that lot and from your experience 
subsequently gained, do you think it would have been advisable for that case to havo 
gone to arbitration ?—No; I think not. . 

Q Do you think you could have done as well by going to arbitration ?—I think 
the parties would have got more. - 

Q. It would have cost more if it had gone to arbitration ?—That is the conclusion 
I came to in my own mind. From the number of parties that would have to be dealt 
with it was better to close it up the easiest way possible. I knew none of the parties 
personally but Mr. Park. | 

Q. Had you any business connection with them ?—No; none. 

Q. Have you got the names of the parties there ?—Yes. 

D Q. What are they ?—Marks, Cameron, Ramsay, Nicholson, Park, Hoskin and 
riscoll. 

Q. How long were you dealing with this particular lot? What time did it 
occupy ?—I think [ settled ultimately with Mr. Ramsay sometime in August. 

Q. I mean was it at a general meeting of all the parties called together to discuss 
it, or as you could get them to agree individually ?—1t was separately, as we could 
get at them. 

Q. Can you give us the details of any other lots ?—In fact one lot is pretty much 
the history of them all. We dealt with Mr. McIntyre without much difficulty; we 
gave him the basis on which we were settling for lots. 

Q. McIntyre is the Hudson Bay factor there?—Yes. Mr. Plummer, his son-in- 
law, we settled with on the same basis—$275. They got for their halfacre lots, some 
of them, ono or two, three-quarter lote—$300 each. Then there is Mr. McLaren’ 
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ease, in which we had a good deal of negociation. He had eight lota on Hector and 
Water streets. McLaren is an old settler who had lived there for the last thirteen or 
fourteen years. His is a very large item; next to Oliver and Davidson, he was the 
largest we had to deal with. 

Q. Describe your negociations with him, and how you approached him ?—We 
met him at his place, and had several conversations with him as to value, and got at 
his own mind. | 

Q. What was his own mind ?—It was that he should have $6,000. His lot was 
thoroughly cleared. He had been living there for twelve years, and had cleared, 
fenced and formed his lots. He had a nice little homestead dwelling house and 
buildings, and a store where he did a little commerce with the Indians in the w inter. . 
The store had a miscellaneous stock in it—staple articles for barter. Of course, it 
was taking away the man’s entire homestead. 

Q. Had he any other lands outside of it in that neighborhood ?—I do not know. 

Q. What kind of buildings had he?—Just the common log buildings of the 
country. ‘ 

Q” What do you think his homestead had cost him?—According to his own 
account, it had cost him, counting his own labor, about a thousand dollars for the 
storehouse. | 

Q. That was his own estimate ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you know what size it was ?—It was a good sized country log house; it 
had counters in it, and was fitted up with shelves. 

Q. It was where he traded with the Indians ?—Yes. We valued the store at $550 
and the dwelling house at $450; another dwelling—a small onc—at $100, and thena 
warchouse, where he kept his surplus stock, at $150; it was a log barn. 

Q. Have you got the size of those buildings ?—No ; I have not. We settled with 
him, however, for $4,600. The lots were in much finer condition than any other lots 
in the neiguborhood. 

Q. What is the state of cultivation there ?—It was as good as you could get it 
there, which was not much. He raised his own potatoes and oats, etc. 

Q. It was not the state of cultivation found about London ?—No; not quite. 

Q. Would you be able to get this building in London at that figure ?—There is 
no such building in London at all. It would take more to build such a building in 
London now than that. I have no doubt that the building cost Mr. McLaren that. 
He is a very honest man, and I would take his word at once. He said that we were 
taking all he had, in a word, his homestead, and that he should be liberally treated by 
the Government. He had been an old settler there, and had raised a large family of 
six or eight children. | 

Q. Were you influenced by sympathy for him and his family in your valuation 
of the property ?—No; if we had been we would have given him the $6,000. 

Q. How many lots had he ?—Eight lots; about four or five acres. He had a 
steam tug that he plied between his own place and Prince Arthur’s Landing, and he 
had a wharf at his own place. Ho was in rather comfortable circumstances. | 

Q. Describe the wharf?—It was constructed on piles driven into the river, with 
plank laid over it. . 

Q. Do you mean posts or piles that were driven down by a pile-driver ?—I could 
not say; there were large posts, heavy timber, laid into the river, on which the plank 
rested. It was one of the best wharves there. 

Q. At all events, the tug landed there and he got his goods landed on it ?—I have 
no hesitation in saying that this man McLaren was closed with much more advan- 
tageously than an artitration would have done. 

Q. You think an arbitration would have had more sympathy than you showed 
on the occasion ?—Yes; I think so. | 

Q. At all events, the award was very different from his own views when you 
first went to see him ?—We took those lands on our own valuation and then allowed 
so much for the fences and the cultivation he had bestowed upon the lots, which 
made them worth more. a 
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Q. In forming your basis, did you consider and apply the provisions of the 
Railway Act of 1868 to the valuations ? 
Mr. Scort objected to this quostion, as the valuators had taken all the land 


‘ McLaren had, and left him no other land that would be benefitted by the railway. 


Q. Who had the largest claim ?—Oliver, Davidson and Company. 

Q. What was their amount, exclusive of the Neebing Hotel ?—It was about 
$20,000 including the Neebing Hotel; and was $12,410 exclusive of the Neebing 

. Hotel. 

Q. But for the property outside the town plot’ belonging to them—lot No. 6 
—as you settled with Oliver, Davidson and Company first, the basis was in that way? 
—No; we had fixed on the basis before we dealt with them; that is, we had arrived 
at what lots of half an acre would be worth. 

Q. How had you arrived at that basis, or at what time did you take the value? 
When was the terminus fixed there ?—I think it was in 1875; of eourse, the valua- 
tion went up in 1876. 

Q. And you took tho best price you could get the lands for, not as they were in 
1876?—No; we took as our Easis tho prices they sold at previous to 1875. We 
found that lots had beon sold from $200 to $300, and $400 per lot in 1874. 

Q. Was that before it was pretty well known that the terminus of tho Pacifie 
Railway would be there?—I do not know; I did not know anything about the 
terminus before I went up there. 

Q. Do you think the lands would have been worth anything like that without 
the terminus being located there ?—No; unless there was a town growing there. 

Q. Do you think it is likely that a town would have grown there without the 
railway ?—Not unless it was to be the head of navigation. 

Q. Do you think it would have become the head of navigation for a town ?—No. 

Q. Do you know what the value of lands was before it was known that the 
terminus was to be located there ?—No ; I have no knowledge, but what I ascertained 
when we went up there by ascortaining what lands had been sold for at auction, and 
in other ways. 

Q. Was not that land sold at those prices because of the fact that the terminus 
was to be located there ?—I know that lands were sold for double what we bought 
them for since the terminus has been fixed there. I have no doubt that the railway 
enhanced the value of property ; unquestionably it did, because the lots have been 
selling for double the price that they were bought for previously. 

Q. Supposing that you were to take and buy the lands, now that the rail- 
way has been established there, what would those lots cost to-day if we had to go and 
buy them ?—You could not buy them for less than double what the Government have 
got them for. | 

Q. Suppose you had gone there before the Government had letout the announce- 
ment that the terminus was fixed there, what would you have paid tor the lots ?— 
Personally, I am not a speculator, and I would not have given anything for them. 

Q. Did you tousider in fixing your general basis whether the Railway Act of 
1868 was applicable ?—I had it in my mind all the time, because it was part of our 
instructions. 

Q. Where does that appear in your instructions ?—Accompanying my instruc- 
tions, which I received from the Public Works Department, was a copy of the Act, 
with the clause marked that was to govern in the matter. 

Q. Did you take any legal opinion as to the application of the Act ?—Yes; I did, 
after coming down from Fort William, the first trip I made. 

Q. At what time did you come down ?—In the end of July, sometime. 

Q. Whose opinion did you take ?—Mr. Bethune’s. 

Q. Did you come down to consult a lawyer?—Yes; I asked Mr. Bethune's 


opinion as to the effect of the Act. 


Q. Were you instructed to consult with Mr. Bethune ?—No; I was net. 
Q. Have you his written opinion TE He 1 did not get a written opinion. 
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Q. Was not that consultation after you had fixed upon the value and settled with 
the parties ?—No; we had not settled with them all. _ 

Q. Did you consult any other lawyer ?—No. 

Q. Did you go back again to Fort William after that ?— Yes. 

Q. Was Mr. P. J. Brown assigned to you as legal adviser for the Government ? 
—Yes; I think we were asked to consult with him in relation to the conveyance of 
the property, to see if the titles were right. 

. Had you any other instructions with reference to the person who was to 
advise you but what are in that paper ?—No; 1 understood that Mr. Brown was 
appointed to see that the titles were right in ull lots in which he had no interest 
himself. There was a young gentleman from Toronto, who made the conveyance, as 
I understood, for Oliver Davidson & Co. 

Q. Did you consult Mr. Brown?—Mr Brown gave his opinion on the matter; 
of course, I did not pay any attention to his opinion. 

Q. What was his opinion ?—It was that the Act did not apply. I did not ask 
Mr. Brown’s opinion. 

Q. Did he give his opinion without being asked ?—I had his opinion without 
being asked. On one occasion, in speaking of the matter, he said he did not think it 
did apply. 

Pad you a conversation with him on the subject?—No more than I have 
stated. I think we were talking about the lots on one occasion and he was speak- 
ing of the Act and the effect of the provision of it, and he gave his opinion. 

Q. Was not that having a consultation with him on it ?—Yes, to some extent. 

Q. And in the course of that consultation ho said he did not think it applied ?— 
Yes. 

Q. Were your valuations final, or were they provisional ?—They were final, I 
believe, for the parties agreed to our valuation ; of course, they had an appeal, if 
they were not satisfied, to arbitration. 

Q. Were your Acts final or were they subjects to the revision of the Gover- 
nment ?—] understood that they were to be subject to the revision of the Govern- 
ment, I did not know that their instructions did not say that our valuations were 
to be final, and I could not say. 

Q. So that they were all subject to the approval of the Minister of Public Works, 
according to the instructions of Mr. Wilson ?—That is not in my instructions at all; 
it is in Mr. Wilson’s, but, of course, I was governed by them. 

Q. Is exhibit “ K” your report to the Department, of the statement of your 
valuation of the lots, signed by you ?—Yes. 

Q. Were the figures in the column marked “ Amount Awarded,” yours ?—I 
think they are Mr. Wilson’s figures; he filled them in. 

Q. Were they filled in without your approval first?—I have no doubt that the 
figures are just the figures that we agreed upon. 

Q. Did you bring this report down to Ottawa with you, or was it sent ?—It is 
the report I brought down. 

Q. Were the valuations in the colamn under the heading “ Amount Awarded,” 
filled in before you brought it down ?—Where they were not settled they were put in 
in pencil marks. 

Q. And the figures in ink; where were they filled in ?—They must have been 
filled in afterwards in the second report. 

Q. But you brought the report down and delivered it to the Minister of Public 
Works ?—I brought it down and delivered it to the Deputy-Minister of PublicWorks, 
Mr. Trudeau. 

Q. At that time all the valuations were not filled in ?—No; I think not. I think 
there were some alterations made after we came down to Toronto, and a good many 
of them were left in pencil. Of course a number of them were not closed. 

Q. Was Mr. Wilson there then ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you say that some of those figures were filled in at the Department ?—No. 
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Q. Are you quite sure of that ?—They were not filled in at the Department to 
my knowledge. 

Q. Was this paper complete as it now stands, before it went to the Department? 
—IJt was not completed until we came down to Toronto. 

Q. Was Mr. Wilson with you when you brought it down to Toronto and filled 
them in ?—Yes; we were both at Toronto together. 

Q. What I want to know is, whether the report was complete when you brought 
it down to Ottawa, or whether you or anybody else completed it in the Department? 
—TI did not complete it here, it is just as I brought it. The total amount is the same. 

Q. I want to know what you did with the streets on Oliver, Davidson & Co.'s 
property ?—We took no note of the streete that I am aware of. 

Q. Did you value the streets ?—No. 

Q. Did you allow them for the streets?—-No; we had nothing to do with the 
streets. 

Q. Were the streets not taken in the reservea?—Yes. 

Q. And you did not allow money to anybody for the streets?—No; we had 
nothing to do with the streets. 

And the further examination of this witness was continued until Friday, the 
22nd instant. 

On the 22nd day of March, reappeared the said witness, whose examination was 
continued as follows :— ; 

Q. How many parties did you negotiate with for this land required for the ter- 
minus ?—I have not looked it up; and I am not positive of the number. 

Q. I suppore you can tell by the list you sent into the Government ?—There are 
a great many, and it will take some time to hunt it up. 

Q. I unders‘ood you to say in your evidence that some sales that had been made 
were not bond fide sales ?—We did not know positively, but we suspected they were 
and refused payment of their demands ; and they accepted, as near as possible, our 
terms; then we concluded that the sales were not bond fide. 

Q. What led you, in the first instance, to suppose they were not genuine ?—The 
number of parties that had purchased within a very recent period—within a month 
or two before we went up thore—that was our impression. 

Q. Have you subsequently verified that impression ?—No; wedid not. We made 
our arrangements with them, and concluded with them, and did not look into the 
matter any further. 

Q. You say that many had purchased within a recent period ?—Yes. 

Q. Did that fact govern you in your transactions with them ?— We suspected that 
they had speculated for a rise and we acted accordingly. 

Q. What reasons had you to suspect that ?—From the number of parties that had 
purchased the sub-divisions that were made of that lot. 

Q. Who were the parties that had purchased so recently ?—Ambrose Cyrette, 
original owner of lot 26 South Fredericka street ; Thomas Marks, John Parks, William 
Ramsay, John H. Driscoll, Cameron and Hoskins, are the names of the parties con- 
nected with this lot. 

Q. Is that the only lot that you had reason to suppose had been divided up and 
sold re cently before that ?—Yes ; it seomed to be the only one'we suspected. 

Q. Is it the only o1:c in which you doubted the bond fides of the parties ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you give Marks, Parks, Driscoll and others, a sum equal to what they had 

urchased the property at?—No; Ramsay’s claim was three hundred dollars, and we 
settled with him for a hundred dollars. 

Q. What were the :::mours you heard that led you to suspect there was some 
thing wrong with this lo. ?—It was rumoured that this Ambrose Cyrette was a very 
disreputable character, and that he had been approached in some way. 

ë. But the parties that approached him were not disreputable ?—I know nothing 
about how the approach was made. Woe found simply that those parties had portions 
of tho lot, and we 1cfused to pay what they claimed. 
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Q. We want to know what the rumours were? You say you heard this man 
was rather disreputable, and that he had divided his lot up ?—Yes; I have told you 
exactly all that [ know, and [know no more. We heard certain ramours with respect 
to that lot, and we resolved that we should not pay the demands of those parties, but 
rather submit them to arbitration. 

Q. And you found out that you were quite correct, 48 the parties afterwards took 
a lower price ?—We found out that Ramsay was acting in good faith, as the lot he had 
was assigned to him by way of mortgage. He was in Toronta, and he was the party 
we had to deal with, so far as I know. Ido not know who he got the mortgnge 
from. . 

Q. Did you make any examination with regard to other sales that ‘had taken 

lace a short time before, inasmuch as they were asking very high figures ?—I do not 
Énow that we did. We examined as many as we could find out were recent sales, but 
I do not know that we discovered any recent sales. 

Q. Did you attempt to make out any recent sales ?—In every case we made en- 
quiries when the lot was bought. I stated, in my last examination, that we first 
arranged with Oliver and Davidson for a valuation; that is, our basis of valuation 
with thom. On looking over the list, I find our first agreoment was with Mr. Wil- 
liam Hendrick ; it was for Lot 27. 

Q. What were the rumours you heard with respect to this other lot ?—That 
Cyrette had been a kind of gambling man, and had speculated in this property. 

Q. Did those rumours apply to any other properties ?—No; it was only this 
particular case that we heard of. 

Q. Was there any other general rumour that there had been fictitious sales made 
in the town plot ?—No; no more than in this particular case. The sub-dividing of this 
lot made us suspect there was a job in it. The first agreement we made was with 
William Hendrick, Lot 27, Fredericka street. We were urged to come to a settle- 
ment with him by Mr. Hazlewood. Mr. Hazlewood said that there was a house on 
it. Mr. Hendrick had bought one-tenth of an acre of this lot, T think in 1875, and 
had built an hotel on it. e paid one hundred and fifty dollars for the one-tenth 
part of an acre; that is about one-fifth of the whole part of the lot. 

Q. Whom did he purchase from ?—From Mr. Warnock ; I think it was in June, 
1875. He was an American that had come over some months before with some money, 
and he thought he h&d a good opportunity of investing. He built an hotel on the 
lot, which cost him something over $1,000, and he put in a claim for $2,130; tho 
claim being made up of his outlay, and-damage for loss of business. - 

Q. Did he own any more than this particular piece ?—No; not any more, in 50 
far as we knew. We got the cost of his building, saw the vouchers and accounts of 
what it cost him, and he made an affidavit to the fact that it had cost him $1,100, and 
he refused to take less than $2,000, at least. 

Q. Did you ask him for the affidavit or was it volunteered ?—We asked him for 
it before we settled with him. We said there was a difficulty in the way of his 
being paid for his hotel, inasmuch as it was built five months after the reservation 
was made. In that I considered there was a legal difficulty that we could not 
arrange for; however, we took his affidavit, and entered into an agreement witb him, 
finally, that, if that legal difficulty was overcome, we would pay him $1,280. That 
was what the whole thing cost him. 

Q. What was the legal difficulty to which you refer ?—That the hotel had been 
Luilt five months after the time the reservation had been made. 

Q. To whom did you apply for legal advice ?—We had the Act, and did not neod 
any legal advice on that subject at all, as our instructions from the Department were 
that they were to be carried out in that way; that any improvements put on the re- 
servation after that time should not be allowed. 

Q. Were not your instructions very positive to take the valuation at the time the 
plan of the reservation was deposited in the Registry Office ?—When he completed 
all the affidavits with regard to the cost of the lot, we entered into an agreement on 
these conditions: If the Government saw that it was necessary to waive that clause 
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‘in the Act, we were obliged to pay in cases where buildings were put up, not knowing 
anything of the reservations. This man, Hendrick, did not know anything about 
the fact of Jand having been reserved by the Government for the railway. 

Q. Did he make an affidavit to that effect ?—I am not sure that he made an aff- 
davit to that effect; but he made an affidavit as to the expenditure. 

Q. Did you not think that would have been highly important ?—I was quite 
satisfied that he did not know. . 

Q. How do you know that ?—From the fact that he had come from the United 
States recently and had invested all his money in it for the purpose of doing busi- 
ness, and he was doing a good business there. 

Q. That was in June ?—Yes; in June. 

Q. Was it not well known by him that the terminus was to be there ?—He was 
not there in 1875; this was in 1876. 

Q. Was it not well known when he commenced to build there that the land was 
ereserved ?—o ; I think not. . 

Q. Was it not known that tLe plans were tyled on the 23rd January, 1875, in the 
office at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—I am perfectly satisfied; I have not the least 
doubt of it that he did not know. 

Q. How long had the plans been fyled when he began to build ?— Ido not know, 
but our instructions were that the reserve was made on the 23rd January, 1875. 

Q. When did he begin to build ?—In June, I think. 

Q. Did he own the land before June ?—No; he bought the land and built imme- 
diately on it in June, 1875. 

Q. From whom did he buy ?—From a Mr. Warnock, I think. 

Q. Did Mr. Warnock live up there ?—I do not know. 

Q. Did you allow him less or more than he paid ?—I think we just allowed him 
xactly the sum, with a few months’ interest. The building cost him $1,100, and the 
ot cost him $150—that is 31,250, and we allowed him $1,280. 

. Did you not purchase some lots from Warnock ? Did he not hold other lots 
there ?—Yes, he had the balance of that lot. 

Q. And you purchased the balance of that lot from Mr. Warnock?—I did not 
negotiate with him. 

Q. Was it acquired by the Government ?—Yes. 

Q. Who negotiated with him ?—It was Mr. Wilson, I think. 

Q. Can there be any doubt it was publicly known, well known, in 1875, that the 
lot in question was included in the railway reserve ?—I cannot say; I know I do not 
know. | 

Q. Can there be any doubt about it ?—I am sure I cannot speak about that at all. 

Q. Do you not think that this American came over there and invested his money 
in this iand on that account ?—In conversing with the parties there, such as McKel- 
lar, McLaren and Oliver, they were entirely ignorant that the reserve was made at 
that time. That is all I can tell—that they stated so. 

Q. How did yeu know that Oliver was ignorant of it?—He stated that to me. 
I dc not know whether he was or not. I simply know what he stated. 

Q. After his partner, Mr. Brown, swore he was aware of the fact in the winter of 
1874-5, dc you think it was likely that his partner, Mr. Oliver, did not know ?—Mr. 
Brown told me himself that Mr. Davidson did not know it in 1875. 

Q. Mr. Brown has given evidence that he knew it himself in 1874-5; if he knew 
it in the winter of 1874-5, do you not think it is likely that the other members of the 
firm knew it aiso?—I am not going to draw a deduction for any one. Messrs. 
Brown and Oliver toid me distinctly that they had no knowledge of it, and the peo 
ple there stated the same. 

Q. When was it told you they had no knowledge of it? —In 1876 they told me 
that they did know it in 1875. 

Q. Do you not think that this American was attracted to the town plot and in- 

ed to invest his money there because of knowledge of the reserve ?—I do not 
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know anything about it. I simply found him there occupying the hotel, and I 
negotiated with him for it. 
Q. You are very confident that this man did not know his lot was in the reserve 
at the time he acquired it ?—I satisfied myself in every possible way that he did not. 
* Q. Is this a fact that you paid that man, not only the value‘ of the land, but for 
the building he erected on it six months after the plan was fyled ?—We did not pay 
him. 
Q. You reported to the Government ?— We told him that if he was legally en- 
titled to payment for his hotel we would award him so much, and it turned out that 
he was legally entitled to it. Of course every valuation we made was subject to the 
approval of the Government. 
Q. You reported to the Government, and the Government approved of the re- 
port and paid him the money. You knew nothing of the legal rightsin the matter ?— 


es. 
Q. Did you consult any lawyer about it before meking the report to the Govern- 
ment ?—No; not until after. I considered that the legal difficulty was not removed 
until I came down with the report. I wanted to see what was the opinion of the 
Government on the subject. 

Q. Whom did you consult? What lawyer did you consult with reference to 
this lot ?—I did not consult any one on this lot particularly. 

Q. But for improvements made on lots subsequent to 1875 ?—Mr. Bethune. 

Q. Did you consult Mr. Bethune as to the legality for paying for improvements 
on this particular lot?—Not for this particular lot, but we did for the Neebing Hotel. 

Q. The question here is: was this man entitled to be paid for the building 
erected there, after he knew that that lot was reserved by the Government ?— 
Yes; but he did not know it. 

Q. In your report to the Government did you state that this building was erected 
after the plan had been fyled showing the reserve ?—The only report we made on 
the subject is exhibit ‘“ K,” the first report to the Government in which the follow- 
ing reference is made to that lot: “This lot hasa frame hotel with a kitchen and 
outbuilding erected thereon. See 2fidavit of W. Hendrick.” 

Q. Did you not communicate to the Government in any way that the hotel had 
been built after the plan had been fyled?—No; we did not. There was a short in- 
troduction to the first report, addressed to Mr. Mackenzie, I think, but I do not see 
ithere. It was not signed at all, but simply attached to this report as a few intro- 
ductory remarks. 

Q. Is that tho only communication you made to the Government ?—Yes; it is 
the only written communication we made. 

Q. And there is no other communication to the Minister of Public Works; no 
letters, no correspondence on the subject ?—No; none at all. 

Q. Nor with the Minister 7?—No. 

Q. You are quite surs of that ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you make any verbal report ?—Yes; I came down with this report to 
the Government, and delivered it to the Deputy Minister, Mr. Trudeau. 

Q. Did you not make any verbal statement with reference to anything in that 
report ?—I made a verbal statement eimilar to that attached to the report itself. I 
mentioned to Mr. Trudeau the Neebing Hotel. 

Q And, with regard to this particular hotel, did you mention it ?—No; because 
the question with regard to the Neebing Hotel would settle all similar questions, 
such as this hotel. 

Q. You called his attention to the Neebing Hotel; why did you not call his 
attention to this hotel as well, showing that it was commenced after the plan was 
fyled ? —One case settled all; the Neebing Hotel was commenced simultaneously 
with this hotel of Hendrick’s. We did not know it was an irregularity, but to pay 
it did not accord with our instructions, to carry out the Act of 1868, and if the 
Neebing Hotel were settled it would settle all such cases. 
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Q. But did you not recommend to the Government the payment to this man of 
$1,000, to which he was not entitled without your informing the Government that 
the building was erected after the plan was fyled?—No; Ido not think we made 
any such report. What I want to show the Committee is that we were getting the 
property as low as possible. 

Q. In making the report to the Government did you draw any distinction 
between the improvements made years before and improvements made after the plan 
had been fyled ?—No; I do not think we called any particular attention to that. 
The only case where there were any improvemements were in cases where parties 
put up buildings. 

6. Did not yor instructions require you to report to the Government this par- 
ticular fact, or did you make any distinction between buildings which had been 
erected years before or after the plan was fyled ?—When I came down 1 distinctly 
brought that report. . 

0. But in your report ?—No; not in the report. This report was rimply to 
make up our valuation from; we reported the value, but it was subject to those 
conditions. | 

Q. To the last condition attached to that report,—or was the attention of the 
Government called to the fact only ?—No; the facts are all there. When I came to 
the Department I drew the attention of. Mr. Mackenzie and Mr. Trudeau to that 

int. 
Pe Q. Then there was a verbal report that the Committee has not before it ?—You 
could not have & verbal report before you. I stated then, and I state now, that that 
was one of the difficulties of the report. I have stated distinctly that I brought that 
int before the Government with regard to the Neebing Hotel, which was erected 
ve months after the plan was fyled. 

Q. But with regard to this particular case ?— No; that one case settled all such 
cases. 

Q. Did you draw the attention of the Government to that particular case ?—No; 
I said in the first place, I did not bring that particular case before the notice of the 
Government. I did not consider it was our business to instruct the Government with 
respect to the interpretation of the Act. ; 

Q. I ask you again did you inform the Government that the hotel had been built 
upon that lot months after the plan had been fyled, showing that that lot had been 
reserved ?—No; not in that particular case. 

Q. I will read a sentence from the report of the valuators on the Neebing Hotel, 
as follows :—" In the claim of the Neebing Hotel Company, we are not prepared to 
recognise the erection of this hotel, commenced in July, 1875, about six months after 
the reservation of the property had been made.” . I ask you why you did not put the 
Government in possession of the same information relative to this hotel of Mr. Hen- 
drick’s?—It is just in this way. We did not refer to it particularly, because 1 
supposed it was exactly in the same position as that hotel, and if they paid for the 
Neebing, of course they must pay for Hendrick’s; and if they did not§pay for the 
Neebing, of course they could not pay for Hendrick’s. We particularly made that 
condition with Mr. Hendrick, and he understood we did so simply in the event of that 
legel difficulty being overcome, that he could be paid. 

Q. But you did not draw the attention of the Government to that fact ?—Per- 
haps we overlooked it. | | 

Q. You see the necessity for it now ?—No; I do not see the ncessity for it. His 
affidavit set it forth sufficiently I think. There were a number of parties we had to 
see in Duluth. I was delegated to see and settle with them. Isee from the return 
or list there is one of the parties still not settled with. There is Mr. Scargall, owner 
of two lots, one on Water Street, and one on Hector Street. In attempting to settle 
with him, he refused to settle on the terms we proposed. 

Q. Did you go over to Duluth for that purpose ?—Yes; our figures were $500 
for his two lots. He refused to accept that, and said he had been offered a thousand 
dollars for them, and he would not sell them for leas. I negotiated with him for two 
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days between him and two other parties that were there, but could make no arrange- 
ment with him, and in that case we determined that it should go to arbitration rather 
than him a thousand dollars, 

. Did you come away without settling ?—Yes. 

Q. Did he tell you when he had bought the land ?—He had owned the land for 
some time ; he had lived at one time at Fort William, and owned property, and had 
held it for many years. Then there was Mr. Robert Thompson, of Daluth ; we had 
also to arrange with him, but he placed his case in the hands of a lawyer there, to 
deal with me. He said he had been offered $400 for his lot—$275 was the value we 
fixed upon it, bnt we finally closed with him for $300. 

Q. Do you think better terms would have been made if ithad gone to arbi- 
tration 7—No; I think not. 

Q. How do you know that ?—I do not know, but I think not. Then there was 
Mrs. Newton in Daluth, whom we had to deal with. 

Q. Did you arrange with her ?—Yes. 

Q. How much did you give her ?—$300. . 

Q. How long did she hold her lot ?—She had held her lot for some years. Those 
parties would rather not sell; they preferred to keep their lots. 

Q. What did she want for her lot ?—$400. Then there is a Mr. Charles Baker 
held lot number 2, Water Streot, East. | ‘ 

Q. Where did he live ?—In Fort Wiiliam. 

Q. Is he living on his land there ?—Yes; he bought forty feet frontage of that 
from Mr. McLeod, and paid one hundred and sixty dollars for it 

Q. Did you satisfy gourelt that he actually paid the money ?—Yes; there is 
no doubt of that at all. He put up two buildings for a store and bake-house. He 
was carrying on a little bakery at the time. He claimed $400, of course there was 
some damage to his business, taking away his lot and bake-house, but we finally 
closed with him for $300. 1t included the two buildings he had put up for baking . 
purposes. There is a Wm. McCarron who bought from Cyrette 25 feet of lot No. 1, 

ater street, in 1874. He paid $600 for that lot and the building. 

Q. When had the building upon it been erected ?—It had been up some years. 
We thought that he had been imposed upon, and had paid too much’ money on the 
a However, we closed with him for $550, for what he had paid $600 in 

4, 


Q. Had you any doubt on your own mind from the evidence yon took that he 
had really paid $600 for it in 1874?—No; none whatever. Then there is the Wake 
land property which is still in abeyance, lot No. 11, Hector street. 

. What is the reason it is not settled for?—He would pot take our offer. He 
had been offered $1,000 for it. 

Q. What did you offer him for it ?—Five hundred and fifty dollars. Five hun- 
dred dollars was the value we put on it, but we came to $550. 

Q. How long had he held it ?—He had lived there at one time over four or five 
years before that. 

Q. You say it has not been acquired yet ?—It is not in the list. 

Q. Bat the Government may have acquired it since you made your report ?-—So 
far as we know it has not been settled for since. We did not pay anything, and we 
don’t know when the payments were made. We did not send in our second report 
until February, 1877, and the payments were not closed until veryrecently. I think 
Mr. Brown had the control of that. 

Q. Were there buildings on any other lots that had been erected after the fyling 
of the plan ?—I think those were the only two that I remember of. 

Q. You have given us the particulars of the negotiations with regard to indivi- 
dual lots named by you; did you pursue a similar plan with regard to all the lots— 
that is in satisfying yourself as to what the lots were fairly worth ?—Where we found 
any difficulty we tried to get at the facts as much as possible. Of course in the case 
of Oliver and Davidson it was a very straight thing to understand how their lots 
stood. 
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Q. Did you satisfy yourself that it was in the interest of the Government that 
you would give the price generally agreed upon rather than go to arbitration ?—Yea, 
my first impression was from the figures that we had that it should go to arbitration. 
I told Mr. Wilson rather than pay those prices we should throw the whole thing into 
arbitration. 

Q. Did you communicate that impression to the Minister ?-—No, of conrse we 
went on afterwards and found out what we could do. 

Q. What prompted you to take a different course ?—After we found out parties 
had really bought lots at figures that we could not deny if it came bofore an arbitra- 
tion, would influence them to give what they asked, if not more; we thought it better 
to settle with them on the best terms we could. Another thing I am satisfied was 
an advantage, was to have the lots in as few hands as possible. 

And the farther examination of the said witness is continued until to-morrow. 

On this 23rd day of March re-appeared the said witness, and his examination 
was continued as follows :— . 

Q. How many owners did you deal with in securing those lands ?—The number | 
of owners in the town plot was 52; on lot number six, there were three, in the 
township of Necbing there were ten, and in Papaionge, Oliver and Dawson Road, 
there were twelve—in all seventy-seven owners. - | 
EN When you were appointed were you aware who held lands at the terminus ?— 

was not. ‘ 

Q. The portions of land represented by those ownerships you have given are in 
your report ?—Yes, it is all in the report—the whole particulars. 

Q. When you wero appoinied there, did you know who were owners of any of 
the land at Fort William ?—No, not one of them. 

Q. Did you know that Oliver and Davidson owned any land there ?—No, I did 
not kuow he owned any at the town plot. I knew he held timber limits in the 
north-west—that is north of Lake Superior. 

Q. You were not aware that they held any land at Fort William ?— No. 

Q. Had you ever any dealings with Oliver, Davidson & Co., previously ?—No. 

Q. Did you know the members of the firm ?—I did not know any of them, 
except knowing Mr. Oliver slightly, as a public man. I had met him two or three 
times, but I had no social acquaintance with him, whatever. I never met Mr. 
Davidson until I met him tosettle about those lots. Mr. Brown, I orly saw a few 
months previous to mecting him at the Fort. I do not think I would have known 
him again if I had not met him in connection with this business. 

Q. Had you any letters or communications from Mr. Mackenzie or from any 
officer of the Department, or from any member of the Government, or any officer 
connected with the Government, in connection with your duties, or the ownership of 
the lands up there ?—I never had any correspondence with either. I remember I 
wrote one letter to Mr. Mackenzie after I retarned. 

Q. I am now speaking of before you went up ?—No. 

Q. Or during the time you were there ?—None whatever, except the appoint 
ment by letter. 

Q. Have you had any personal communication with Mr. Mackenzie after your 
appointment, or before it, on the subject of the lands there ?—No, none but one 
communication I sent to Mr. Mackenzic. 

Q. And the personal one when you came down ?—Yes. | 

Q. Explain what occurred in the personal interview you had with Mr. Mackensie 
when you came down here ?—I delivered the report to Mr. Mackenzio, presented it 
to him, and spoke about the difficulty wo had in arriving at a conclusion in the en- 
forcement of the Act of 1868, that is in settling about the improvements that were 
made in property in 1875, and the Neebing Hotel in that category, and that we could 
not properly value it under the circumstances. I said to him that Mr. Brown had 
given it as his opinion that it could not be enforced. Mr. Mackenzie said that was 
not what Mr. Brown was sent up there to do, to give his opinion in the matter. I 
simply said he volunteered it. 10 
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Q. Did Mr. Mackenzie enter inte a discussion of any of the details of your re- 
port?—No, he did not. He was very busy, and he just rung the bell for Mr. Trudeau 
and handed me over to him. Of course all the intercourse I had with the Depart- 
ment was through Mr. Trudeau. 

Q. Had you any conversation with Mr. Mackenzie at any other time in rélation 
to those lots?—No. Ido not think I have spoken to him since on anything. 

Q. Did you deliver two reports at the Department ?—No; only one. 

Q. I understood you to say you delivered it to Mr. Trudeau ?—I mean to say I 
delivered it first to Mr. Mackenzie, he handed me over to Mr. Trudeau, and I took 
it into Mr. Trudeau's office. 

Q. What conversation took place there with Mr. Trudeau. Anything special ? 
—Yes. I remember I drew his attention specially to the Neebing Hotel, which was 
in a peculiar position, that we had not entered into an agreement with the compan 
for a settlement. I drew his attention specially to the difficulty we had about it, and 
that we had come to the conclusion that we must leave it to the Government to say 
whether, under the circumstances, until the legal difficulty was settled, they could 
claim under the Act or not. We agreed, however, if hey could make affidavits: to 
the correctness of their accounts, so far as they could establish they were correct, we 
would be willing to allow that amount if the legal difficulty was overcome. 

Q. If they made affidavits to their accounts ?—Yes; to the fact that they were 
not aware of the reservation being made when they commenced building the hotel. 

Q. Did they make their affidavits to the accounts?—I do not know. They were 
to be sent to the Department, and I asked Mr. Oliver one day if he had done so, and 
he said he had. 

Q. I understood you to say that you brought all the papers connected with the 
Neebing Hotel down with you, and you would have the affidavit with them ?—The 
affidavits with regard to the aecounts could not be made at the time, but they were to 
be sent down to the Department. They did not come with me. 

Q. When did Mr. Oliver tell you that he had sent down the affidavit ?—I think 
it was in London, one day. Idon’t remember the date, but it was some ‘!me during 
the winter of 1877. 

Q. Did you express any opinion to Mr Trudeau as to what. your judgmont wae 
with reference to the payment for this hotel ?—I stated to him that the nature of the 
claim was in the shape of damages ior the stoppage of work, and for material, but 
they were willing to forego the damage for stoppage, if they got interest on the 
money invested. 

Q. Did you express any opinion as to whether it ought or ought not be paid ?— 
No, my opinion was if the Act of 1868 could not be enforced thut it should be paid. 

Q. Did you take any means yourself to examine whether the price asked for 
this building was fair and reasonab - ? Did you ever measure the building ?—I did. 
After returning from Ottawa 1 went up the second time, and I took some pains about 
it, . ; 
Q. What were they ?—We took the measurements of the entire building and 
made a calculation there. However, when I came back, after we were thi uh with 
the valuations, not being a practical builder myself I got Mr. Durrand whv 1s a valua- 
tor for nearly «ll the insurance companies in the Dominion, a practical Luilder to 
give me his opinion. 

Q. Where does he live ?—In London. | 

Q. Is he a practical builder ?—Yes. In thirty-five years. 

Q. Did he see the hotel ?--No; I gave him the figures. 

Q. Had you any view or plan of the hotel, or how did you describe it to him ?— 
I described just the measurements and the number of windows, etc. 

Q. Tell us how you described it to him ?—I had the measuremeuts, I think the 
first building gave a measurement of eighty feet by thirty teet ; thut was tne first 
under which there was a stone basement—a portion of the first had a stone basement 
and a cellar. Then therc was an extension from the first building, forming as it 
Were an L, seventy feet by twenty-six feet, and in addition to that extension & 
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kitchen, partially finished, fifty feet by sixteen feet, and the height twenty-two feet. 
I described the building to Mr. Durrand that there were two rooms plastered and 
finished, and the floor down stairs all laid, and a number of partially finished rooms. 

Q. Give us the number of reoms, and the amount of furnishing on them ?— 
There was studding up. 

Q. How much studding up ?—I told him that nearly tho whole of the studding 
was up. The studding were all up down stairs, and most of them were up upstairs, 
the length of the building. 

Q.' Did you tell him the size of the studding ?—I_ gave him the regular studding. 

Q. What is the rogular studding ?—I dun’t know unless I have the figures with 
me. ; 

Q. I want to know whether it was 3-inch studding or 4 x 4 studding ?—I could 
not tell you. 

Q. Was it 2 x 4inch studding ?—-I could not say that; I had the figures at the 
time. 

Q. Had you the figures of all the measurements when you consulted Mr. 
Durraud ?—I had. 

Q. And you gave him the size of the studding ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you describe the building fairly to him?—Yes.  : 

Q. Without any exaggeration ?—Yes, [think I rather understated the thing 
than not, as I did not mean to, or had no desire to make it more than it was. 

Q. Did be give you his opinion as to what it would be worth ?—He snid it was a 
fair description of a building that would cost in London, he thought, about $2,500. 

Q. Did he calculate about how much lumber would be used in it ?—Yes; it 
‘was merely for my own satisfaction I consulted him. 

Q. How much lumber did he make out there was in it ?—I forget. 

Q. Was there any painting done on the building at all?—I don't think I made 
any estimate of any painting. 

Q. Was there any painting done ?—I don’t think there was. There may have 
been a little of the wood-work painted, but I did not make any particular examina- 
tion of the matter, because I never entered into an agreement to make a payment 
for it. 

Q. You spoke of two rooms being plastered throughout; was the plaster 
complete ? was it one or twocoat plastering ?—It was decent plastering, and it look 
as well as ordinary plastering. 

Q. Was it smoothly finished ?—Yes; smoothly finished. 

Q. At all events, you described it as it was to this gentleman ?—Yes. 

Q. What per cent. did you add to the calculation as a fair price for the building 
in making up your estimates ?—From the wav builders were charging at Fort 
William, and what [ ascertained as the cost of buildings there, I calculated it was 
somewhere about 40 to 50 per cent. additional should be added. 

Q. Has your own experience confirmed that estimate of the additional cost as 
compared with building in London ?—I had no additional experience of it at all. 1 
have had no experience to the contrary. 

Q. Why did you fix that rate? You must have had some guide. Why did 
ou say it must have cost 40 to 50 per cent.? What led you to that conclusion ?— 
he excessive price of labour up there; the fact that labour was, at all events, 50 

per cent. higher at the time in Fort William than it was in London. 

Q. What was it in Fort William ?—There were some nters there who told 
me they were getting three dollars a day. Mr. Macdonald told me he was getting 
three dollars a day. 

Q. Where was he working?—At the Fort. He was building a store I think for 
Mr. McKellar. 

Q. What was being naid at London ?—One dollar and a half per day. — 

Q. But Macdonald was a superintendent, not an ordinary workman ?—No. 

pal Q. What was the ordinary workman getting ?—From two dollars to two and & 

alf. 
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Q. You say that the size of the wing was 80 by 26 feet ?—No, 70 by 26, the 
extension. 

Q. You swear it was 70 by 26?—That was the measure we took. I think Mr. 
Wilson took the same measurement, 

Q. If Mr. Wilson swore it was 80 feet by 20 feet, would that be correct ?—I have: 
no donbt he would think it was correct. 

Q. I am asking you as a fact. You say you measured it with Mr. Wilson, and 
it measured 70 by 26 feet, and he swore it was 80 feet by 30 feet. Who would you 
say was right ?— I would say one of us made a mistake, but I don’t know which. I 
have the measurement marked in my book. I can swear at all events that these are- 
the figures that I have down. 

Q. What was the height of that building ?—Twenty-two feet we measured it. 

Q. How much of it was shingled ?—The front portion of it was shingled. 

Q. How many feet of it?—I could not say. 

Q. Did you tell Mr. Durrand how much was shingled ?—We told him the front 
part. and he calculated the measurement of the shingled part from the sizo of the 

uilding. 

Q. What size of the building did you tell him was shingled ?—The front part of 
the front building. 

Q. How many feet would that be?—I do not know, I am sure. 

Q. Is that in your book ?— No, it is not. 

Q. Did you state the number of feet to Durrand?—Mr. Durrand understood per- 
fectly well the size of the building, and knew very well what the roofing would be. 

Q. Did you give him the pitch of the building ?—He took the ordinary pitch. 
Of course we did not go up on the roof of the house. On looking at my book, I find 
the following memorandum: “Size of building, 80 + 30 and 70 + 24.” There is 
alittle inacuracy about the 24 feet, but Mr. Wilson and I corrected it together. 

@. But Mr. Wilson did not give the information to Mr. Durrand; he got the . 
information from your book ?—Yes, he got the information from my book. I do not 
suppose it was a very accurate estimate, but was sufficient to give him some sort of 
idea of it, for at that time we were not making a bargain with the company, but 
had this’simply in the event of something turning up. I have here in a sort of short- 
hand a statement of measurements. ‘“ Neebing Hotel front, 80x30; side extension, 
70x24; building, 22 feet high; roofing, shingling and floor done up stairs; no sashes 
or windows up stairs ; inside two rooms plastered 24x16; lathed, but not plastered 
town stairs; stone cellar under the two front rooms; stadding in about half of the: 

ouse.” | 

Q. That is what you described to Durrand ?—Yes, with a further description that 
IT gavo him of the building. Then I have in my memorandum, “shed, 50 x 16 feet, 
half shingled, half double boarded ; no shingles in front of house, whole of building.” 

Q. Is that correct that there were no hin les over the front of the house ?—l. 
have it down here that the front is not shingled. 

Q. Is that correct ?—It must be correct or else I should not have had it down. 
fro Q. Where were those two plastered rooms, in the wing or in the front ?—In the 

nt. 

Q. Then the two rooms were not shingled over ?—They were lathed. 

Q. What part of the building did you refer to when you said it was roofed, 
floored and shingled ?—My pencil marks are blotted out a good deal and I cannot 
make them out very well. Mr. Wilson kept those records correctly. He was the 
custodian of all those records, gnd was the man, so far as the valuation was concerned, 
to take charge of the figures. 

Q. Still, so far as getting that valuation from Durrand, you made the estimate 
from your own figures ?—Yes. 

Q. Would you be able to state from memory whether the front of the building : 
was finished or not ?—I am pretty sure that the finished estimates were in the front. 
of the building. 
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Q. Was it a portion of the front that was shingled or was all shingled 
(Photograph, exhibit D produced and examined) ?—From my notes, I am not very 
sure which it was just now. 

Q. What was the extent of the shingling ? What did you tell Mr. Durrand with 
regard to the shingling ?—I told him at the time, but I really cannot tell you now. 
I took the facts on a piece of paper very carefully. 

Q. What was the size of the cellar that you mentioned to Mr. Durrand ?—I 
mentioned it as 24 feet by 16 feet. 

Q. Is that the size of one room, or of the two rooms ?—No, it is the size of one 
room. The two rooms were 24 feet by 16 feet each. 

Q. What was the size of the cellar ?—The size of one room, 24 feet by 16 feet. 

Q. Were you ever down init ?—No, I was never down it it. Of course, Mr. 
Wilson being a surveyor and having had a good deal to do with building, I trusted 
to him. He had a practical knowledge of those things more than I had. 

Q. Do you know what the height of that cellar wall was ?—No. 

Q. Did you tell Mr. Durrand what the height of that cellar wall was ?—I think I 
did. I am quite sure I did, but I have not got the figures now. 

Q. Did you tell him that it was laid up with sand and lime ?—No; I donot think 
it was laid up with sand and lime. 

Q. Did you tell him how it was laid up ?—I told him it was plastered with some 
kind of material that they got there; I don’t know what it was. 

Q. Did I understand you to say that you did not see the wall ?—I was not down 
stairs; of course I saw it outside. 

Q. You did not know what it was laid up with ?—What he told me. 

Q. What-was it he said ?—It was some mixture of clay, or something ; of course 
if I had been going to put a value on it, I would have been particular. 

. If you were anxious that Mr. Durrand was to put a value on it, he should have 
had all the facts ?—I gave him a description of the building. 

Q. Did you give Mr. Durrand a description on paper, or did you tell hima 
description of it ?—I did not give him the description on paper. 

Q. Describe to us how you arranged for the lands of Oliver, Davidson & Co.?—We 
went into Mr. Oliver’s office and saw either him or his book-keeper, and tuld him to 
make out a list of their lots that they owned there. In a day or two they made up 
a list and sent it in to us, the number of lots they owned, and put their valuation 
onthem. It was several days after we had asked for it. 

Q. Did you accept their valuation ?—We took their list and occupied two or 
three days looking it over and examining it, carefully going over the land, and we 
pulled it down a good deal—reduced it considerably. We finally came to a figure 
that we would allow them. We presented it to them. They disputed some things, 
but on the whole, I think we got our own valuation fixed upon. 

Q. Relatively to the amounts paid to other parties were the figures given them 
in excess of those given to other parties, considering the position of the lots ?— No; 

hey were not; they were rather under. 

Q. You think yeu effected a better arrangement with them?—Yes; taking the 

wo lots togethor—lot number six and the town plot—the town plot lots were pretty 
much the same. 
£ Q. Were not some lots better than others ?—They were the best part of it, in 
act. 

Q. Did they ask more for lots fronting on the river than for back lots ?—In fact 

veryone thought his lot was the best, no matter where it was situated. 

Q. As a matter of fact, what was your opinion as to what were the best lots ?—I 
should say that the lots fronting on the river, ifthe town were built up, would be the 

st lots. 

Q. Did you get all the river lots from Oliver, Davidson & Co., io lot number 
six ?—On looking at the map, I find wo did not take the river lots on lot six of 
Neebing. 
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Q. Then the lots colored red on the plan are the only lots in lot number six that 


you took ?—According to the list there were thirty-nine lots taken on lot number 
six. 

Q. What average value did you give for those ?—They ranged from $90 to $140. 
each. There were one or two eighth of an acre lots, but as a rule they were qyarter 
acre and half acre lots. The average was something like a little over one hundred 
dollars a lot for quarter acre lots. 

Q. They are only one half the size of the town plot lots ?—Yes ; as I said to you 
before, though every man who held a lot then—no matter where, thought it was in 
the best location. For business, of course, they were better back than at the front, . 
but for mere prospect they were better on the front. 

Q. But for dockage would not the front lots be the best ?—Of course. 

Q. Did Oliver, Davidson & Co., own the whole of lot number six, Neebing ?—I 
think there were two parties owned lots there, Mr. Stevenson and Mr. Munroe. 

Q. Did the owners of the lots which you took own other lands adjoining ?—They 
owned the whole lot. 

Q, Did you apply the Act of 1868 in order to value those lots ?—We insisted 
upon that they wanted to get as much, and considered their lots as valuable as the 
town plot. We could not concede that; and did not concede it. 

Q. And you applied the Act of 1868 ?— Yes. 

Q. What difference did the application of that Act make in your valuations ?— 
Twenty-five per cent. 

Q: That is if you had not applied that Act you would have given at the rate of 
$250 tor half acre lots instead of $140 ?—Yes; they would have got that. 

Q. Did you ask them what they paid for the whole lot ?—No. 

Q. Nor when they bought it ?—No; I did not. 

Q. Did you not know that its whole value beyond the nominal price was created 
by the fact of the railway terminus being located there ?—I thought so. 

Q. Did you think that land was worth 8200 an acte before the railway was 


placed there ?—No; I did not. | 
Q. You say that if you had not applied the Act of 1868, you would have given 


$250 per half acre ?— Yes. 

Q. And yet you say you did not think it was worth $200 an acre without the 
railway ?—Yes. . 

Q. Then how did you arrive at your valuation ?—Just in that «way. They 
repudiated the Act altogether ; they owned the land long before 1875, so they said. 

Q. Then did you accept their reading of the Act ?—We accepted that valuation. 
We acted the same there as in the town plot. Of course I did not consider that the 
lots, as a general thing, were worth as much there as in the town plot, but we found 
out that they had been sold at as much; that Oliver had sold one or two lots, and 
established the value that he could get for them, and when we were there he was 
selling them at that price. I know that there were a good many selling for double 
that after we were there. 

Q. You did not ask him how much he had paid for the land ?—No, I did not. 

Q. Would zou be surprised to learn that he had only paid $480 for the one 
hundred and thirty-six acres ?—No, I daresay he did. 

Q. So that you awarded tiem at the rate of $400 an acre for what they had paid 
only 8480 for 186 acres ?—We did not award them by the acre, but by the lot. 

Q. But it amounted to that ?—Yes. 

Q. And if you had not applied the Act of 1868, you would have given Oliver, 
Davidson & Co, $500 an acre for it?—They would have got the same as they got in 
the town plot. I have no hesitation in saying that they were as good as the town plot. 

Q. If you had not applied the Act of 1868, you would have awarded $500 an 
acre ?— Yes. 

Q. But I understood you to say that, practically, the whole value, in your own 
judgmieut, was conferred upon the land by the terminus being located there ?—There - 
is no doubt of that. That is the increased value. 
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Q. That is, the difference between $400 an acre and $480, for 136 acres? I have 
seen a greater difference than that arise by railway excitement. 
Q. But you did not apply the Act of 1868 to the town plot in your valuations ?— 
Yes we did, as near as we could. oo 
Q. Te what extent. What percentage did you apply it?—We found out, as [ 
.said formerly, that the lots had really been sold in 1874 for as much as we were 
cpaying. 
Poy Q I only wish you to apply my question to those who had lands remaining, and 
.not to those whose whole lands wore taken. Take the case of Oliver, Davidson & Co. 
to what percentage did you appry the Act of 1868 in valuing their lots in the town 
plot ?—I think that nearly all Oliver & Davidson's lots in the town plot were taken 
from them. I think that they have scarcely anything left, so far as I know, in the 
town plot. 

¢. Did you ascertain that they had any lots remaining ?—Yes, I understood that 
they had very little. I think they had a few lots, but not many. 

‘ Q. So that in their lots taken in the town plot the Act of 1868 was not applied? 
—It was applied to some extent. 

Q. If they had had none left, how do you say it applied ?—It would not need to 
be applied in that case. 

Q. I understood from what you said that you brought this report down to the 
Department of Public Works, and handed it to Mr. Trudeau. I want to know, if at 
the time this report was handed in, this item “ Neebing Hôtel $5.029 ” was in that 
report signed by you ?--There is no doubt of that. 

Q. Then I understood you to say that after this you had no communication with 
the Department on this matter ?—No. 

Q. And yet I understand after that you went to London, and made this estimate 
with Mr. Durrand. Is that correct ?—Certainly. 

Q. Why did you make that valuation with him ?—It was in anticipation that 

some further enquiry would be made about the Neebing Hotel. 

Q. Did you make any further report to the Government about it ?—No; for this 
reason : I expected to hear from the Government on the subject. 

Q. But as a fact you made no further report to the Government about it, so that 
they did notget the benefit of this valuation of Mr. Durrand’s ?—No. 

Q. Did you understand when you made that report to the Government, and 
inserted this sum ‘ Neebing Hotel, $5,029,” that that was a final adjudication on that 
case ?—No; I expected to hear something further about it. 

Q. Did you understand it was finally adjudicated on ?—It seemed to be the case. 

Q. You made a report which you considered yourself was not a final report; that 
‘there was a legal question ?—Yes; as to the Act of 1868 ; that was the point. 

Q. Did you observe, in signing this report, you took upon yourself the responsi- 
bility of settling this whole question, and stated to the Government that $5,029 was 
the whole amount to be paid for this property, without any note whatever saying 
that that lot differed from any other in the report ?—You will find that there iss 
letter accompanies it that refers specifically to that. The report is dated 20th of 

July, 1876, and the letter was attached to it (letter produced and read.) 

Q. Are you quite sure you never communicated the information you got from 
Durrand to the Department ?—I think I did; but I do not remember it. 

Q. Did you take any trouble to verify any of those accounts for the hotel ?—No; 
they were presented to me in the office of Mr. Oliver. We just ran them over, and 
dotted off the amount and found it to be $4,000 and something. I looked at his ledger 
account, and found something over $4,000 charged to the Company for material. Î 
said then if they got the accounts verified, and got them sworn as to their correctness 
we would send them down to the Department. 

Q. But you sent them down without this verification ? -No; I came down with 
the accounts. The accounts were put up as you see them, with the understanding 
that some of the affidavits could not be got then; but Oliver was to send them after- 
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wards. They made out the affidavits with regard to the fact of putting the hotel up 
without knowledge of the reservation having been made. 

Q. And you say you did not check their accounts ?—No; we did not. ' 

Q. Have you looked at them since you came here ?—I looked at them once. 

Q. Did you see that the lots were charged for twice ?—Yes; and I could easily 
see how it could be done. . 

Q. Are you aware that a large quantity of material was charged in those ac- 
counts that was not actually used in the hotel at that time ?—I was not aware of it. 

Q. It was no examination of the account whatever, at that rate ?—We looked 
over the accounts and compared the amount with the ledger. 

Q. There is one item, for instance, that must have attracted your attention; 
there is a considerable item for paint, and you say you saw no paint about the 
place ?—We did not examine them critically. 

Q. Are you not now aware that a large amount of material is charged in those 
accounts that was not used in that building ?—I am not aware of that. 

Q. Bat you carried this report down to the Government, as the basis on which 
value was to be paid for that property ?—Yes; with the understanding that they 
should send their affidavits as to the correctness of the accounts afterwards. You 
will understand that we did not enter into an agreement only conditionally. 

Q. There seems to-have been no step taken, except to act upon the report which 
you made ?—In that case we did not buy at all. It was ina position that we could 
not mako a bargain, and the letter states it particularly. 

Q. Did you not think it was your duty, in making that report, to have called 
the attention of the Government to the fact, that you considered that but an in- 
complete item until such and such things were done ?—There is a paragraph in the 
letter attached to the report sent down referring to it. I drew up the statement 
myself. 

7 Q. Then you considered that upon the Government rested the whole responsi- 
bility of the payment for that hotel, all that was not taken into your affidavit ?—I 
considered that their affidavit and the valuation would be satisfactory. We took the 
responsibility, of course; that we were appointed valuators, and we were satisfied, 
as far as the evidence went, that it was plain. 

Q. But you had no evidence at all ?—We had the accounts and the statement in 
the ledger. We might not have been so particular from the very fact that we did 
not think at the time that they would get anything at all. I thought at the time 
myself that they were not entitled to anything. 

Q. Yet you assumed the responsibility of saying that they were to get $5,029 
for the property ?—If they were legally entitled to it. If they had no legal claim 
they would not get anything. I said to Mr. Oliver myself distinctly that he was not 
entitled to anything under this Act, unless they could prove that they did not know 
anything about the reservation. I thought it very strange if a public man like him 
knew nothing about it. - 

Q. Tell us why you were so particular about getting ah affidavit from Hendrick 
before you would send down the report of his hotel, when you did not do the same 
with Oliver & Davidson ?—There was this difference: Hazlewood was anxious to get _ 
Hendrick’s hotel for an engineering office, and he was urging us to get that building 
into our possession as soon as possible. We made a settlement with Hendrick with 
that understanding, that it was possible that the applieation of that Act would come 
into force. Our agreement was simply on those conditions, because Government 
reserved to themselves the right to approve or disapprove. 

Q. Why did you not do it for the other parties? Why did you not require the 
same affidavits from Oliver, Davidson & Co. that you required from Hendrick ?—I 
entered most distinctly into that arrangement, and Oliver told me he would send 
the affidavits down with regard to the value. Subsequently, he told me he had done 
so. We made the very same terms with them ss we did with Hendrick, and if they 
did not carry out their agreement it was not our fault. Thore were several parties 
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to the arrangement in the one case, and in the other thore was only Hendrick to 
deal with. 

Q. What was the basis you adopted ? To give them cost ?—Yes. 

Q. But in the bills which you brought down, the lots were charged for twice ?— 
When I saw the account first there was no such thing as land in it. 

Q. Is not the land charged twice in the bill?—When we saw the accounts 
originally there was no charge for land. | 

Q. 1 am not speaking of the accounts you saw, but of the accounts you 9 resented 
to the Government. Are these the accounts you brought down and handed to the 
Government ? (Accounts shown to witness).—I presume they must be, bat I did not 
seo them all when I brought them down. I brought them in an envelope; they 
were put up in that way and handed to me after I saw them, and [I presumed they 
were the same accounts. 

Q. You did not check this statement ?—No ; I did not. 

Q. But now that you have checked it you see that the land is charged for twice? 
— Yes; but we had nothing to do with that. 

Q. But surely it was your duty to see that the accounts you presented to the 
Government were correct ?—I suppose it was. 

Q. There are 77 claims adjudicated on ?—Yes. 

Q. How many of those did you examine? Did you and Mr. Wilson go together 
and adjudicate on all those claims, or did you take some and did Mr. Wilson take 
some ?—Nearly all were adjudicated on jointly. In settling I sometimes took single 
claims and he othera—-that is, in getting the agreements closed, but we had everything 
arranged jointly. 

Q. How many days were you employed in all this—tho examination and setting 
with those parties until you made your final report?—I was about three months, 
think, altogether, June, July, August and some portion of September. I got through 
with my valuation in about three months, but I was still corresponding with some 
parties after that—after I got home. 

Q. What length of time were you employed by the Government in adjudicating 
on those claims ?—I think it was eighty days I charged. I am not very sure how 
many days now, but the account will show. 

Q. How much were you paid ?—I was paid the same as other valuators—ten 
dollars a day. 

Q. Did you make any agreement with the Public Works Department as to the 
amount you were to receive ?--I knew nothing about it until I came down here. 

Q. You thought that you were entitled to $15 per day ?—No; I did not. 

Q. What amount did you send in ?—For ten dollars a day. 

Q. You did not send in an account for $15 ?—No; I did not. 

Q. How did you send it in?—For ten dollars a day and expenses. 

Q. What was the amount of the first account you sent in?—Ten dollars a day 
and expenses. 

Pi What did you value the expenses at ?—I had to give the exact amount cx- 
pended. 

Q. There were other expenses besides travelling expenses ?—Certainly. The ex- 
penses had to be given in detail; but I could not give the whole detailed account, so I 
sent in an account for $5 per day expenses. They asked me to send down a detailed 
statement, which I did as far as I could of my actual expenses, but it was not as much 
as I actually expended. 


And further deponent saith not. 
ROBERT REID. 
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OTTAWA, 20th March, 1878. 


Wittiam Munpocx, Civil Engineer, recalled and re-sworn :— 

- Q. When did you first go to Thunder Bay to begin the surveys of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway ?— November 5th, 1872. 

Q. What part of Thunder Bay did you begin to survey ?— Prince Arthur's Land- 
ing. ; 

. Q. Who gave you instructions to survey there ?—Mr. Sandford Fleming, Chief 
Enginoer of the Canadian Pacific Railway. . 

Q. When did you begin tho railway survey from Kaministiquia ?—My instruc- 
tions were dated 30th June, 1874. 

Q. Who instructed you then ?—Mr. Sandford Fleming gave me written instruc- 
tions. 

Q. Did any ono else?—Yes; Mr. Mackenzie, the Premier. 

Q. What were the instructions given you by: Mr. Sandford Fleming ?—The 
instructions given me by Mr. Fleming were that “ I was to commence from the head of 
navigation on the Kaministiquia River, and locate a line between that and Lake 
Shebandowan and Lac des Milles Lacs.” 

Q. What instructions did Mr. Mackenzie give you ?—Those instructions consisted 
in commencing that survey from the head of navigation on the Kaministiquia. 

Q. Is the located terminus at the head of navigation on the Kaministiquia ?—It 
is literally at the head of navigation. 

Q. Had you any conversation with Mr. Mackenzie as to that point ?—I had. 

Q. Can you give it ?—Mr. Mackenzie asked me where the head of navigation on 
the Kaministiquia was. I said to him the head of navigation on the Kaministiquia 
was about the west line of the town plot. He asked why I said so; he understood 
the head of navigation was Pointe des Meurons, ten miles from the mouth of the 
river. Hesaid he understood from Mr. Fleming and from Mr. McIntyre it was 80. 

Q. That was the reason for selecting that peint—that it was the head of naviga- 
tion ?—Yes ; I said that Pointe des Meurons could not be the head of navigation. 

Q. Did you consider that the point selected—that is, the town plot was the 
proper place for beginning ? -Certainly not. 

Q. Did you notify the Government as to where that Jine should terminate on the 
river ?—TI did. 

_ Q. Was it a written notice ?—A written report. 
. Q. Have you a copy of it ?—TI have. , 

Q. Would you read that portion of your report which bears on it?—Yes; it is 
dated September 8th, 1874, and addressed to Sandford Fleming, Engineer in Chief, 
Canadian Pacific Railway, Ottawa :—“In chosing the prosent terminal point for the 
beginning of the location, as shown on the plan and accompanying sketch as being 
the head of navigation, you will see from the windings of the river beyond that 
steamers could not go or pass each other up and down, and at that point the river 
level is twenty-seven feet lower than the banks, with level plateau on the top, 
gradually falling to the river's mouth. I would respectfully submit for your con- 
sideration the propriety of producing the line towards the mouth of the river to 
obtain a lower level and longer navigation in the fall of the year.” 
> Q. That was your recommendation as to where the terminus of the line should 

e?— Yes. 

Q. What is the distance from the western line of the town plot to the mouth of 
the river?—Aboat four and a quarter miles, I should say. I judge that without 
actual mensurement. 

Q. What were your reasons for making that suggestion in your report ?—I had 
several reasons. 

Q. What particular place down the river would you recommend ?—No particular 
place, but the nearer the mouth the better. 

Q Do you mean the nearer you go to the Hudson Bay Resorve the better for 
all purposes ?—Yes; that is what I mean. 

4—-4 
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Q. Where is the Ifudson Bay Reserve marked on this plan, exhibit “A” ?—It is 
at the bend of the river, near the mouth. 

AQ. What land adjoins it up the river?—McVicar’s, who had the post office, 
adjoins that. | 

Q. How far would that extend above the Hudson Bay property ?—It was then 
included in the Hudson Bay property. What the division Las been since that time 
I do not know. 

Q. How far above the river would that property of McVicar’s extend ?—Half a 
mile, I suppose. . 

Q. What property adjoins that ?—McKcllar’s. 

Q. How far does that extend ?—To the town plot. 

Q. Who owned the ground next McKellar’s, farther down ?—McVicar. I under- 
stand tho Hudson Bay Company claimed the whole of it up to the town plot at that 
time. McVicar and McKellar were what you would call squatters at that time. 

Q. Have any of those parties got titles from the Government since ?—Ye: ; since 
that time. | 

Q. What frontage would their properties have on the river ?—]I should say 
McKellar’s had five-eighths to three-fourths of a mile frontage. I say that without 
having any data to go upon. 

Q. Is that the frontage since allowed ?—I know nothing about that; I could only 
judge by the fences. 

Q. McVicar’s was next to the Hudson Bay Reserve, you say ?— Yes. 

Q. How much did McVicar claim ?—I could not say. | 

Q. I think you said half a mile ?—No; I said half a mile trom AfcVicar's to 
McKeilar's p: operty. 

Q. I asked what frontage McVicar’s property has?—I cannot say. It may be 
one-fourth of a mile or three-eighths, as far as I could judge from the fences. I know 
nothing of it except by that. | 

Q. Then Mc \\ellar’s property, you think, is half a mile to five-eighths ?—I should 
say so from the position of their ground and fences. 

Q. So that the two together would give a mile between the town plot and the 
Hudson Bay Reserve ?—Without the frontage on the river of the Hudson Bay Cow- 
pany it is fully a mile and a half down to their fort from the town plot. 

Q. As a professional man I want to know your reasons for preferring this part 
down the river, and suggesting, as you did in your report, that it should be selected 
in preference to the other ?—One reason was, that at that, terminal point, the bank 
was twenty-seven feet above the water going down the slope of one and a half to 
one beyond the terminal point. At the west end of the town plot the bank is as I 
have described. 

Q. Had you any other reason ?—It would also give longer navigation farther 
down tho river in the fall of the year, which is a material consideration. 

. Q. Does the river freeze up as soon down near the mouth as it does up at the 
town plot ?—It does not. 

Q. Is the river wider opposite McKellar’s and McVicar’s and the Hudson Bay 
properties than it is 0, posite the town plot ?—No ; Ido not know thatitis. Itis the 
widest opposite the mission ; of course it is wider towards the mouth. 

Q. What would Le the difference between the time of freezing up at that point 
near the Hudson Bay property and the west end of the town plot ?—It may be three 
or four days, perhaps tive. 

Q. Is the river nearly straight from the western point of McKellar’s farm down 
to the mouth ; or is it «'raighter than it is up to that point opposite tho town plot ?— 
It is straight opposite McKellar’s farm, and then it is very slightly curved from the 
mouth of the river to the Hudson Bay Company’s post. Undoubtedly it is much 
straighter from McKellar's down, than it is from McKellar’s up to the west of the 
town plot. 

o Is the point chosen for the working yard well selected ?—T think not. 
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Q. What are your reasons for thinking it is not ?—Because it is not on the same 
level. They have to run down grade to the terminal point; load and run up grado 
again to make up trains. 

Q. Do you know what that grade is?—It probably must bo approaching forty 
feet to the mile, perhaps fifty. I have no positive knowledge of it. . 

Q. In speaking of the McKellar farm I think you have alroaly given evidence 
as to what that land could have been obtained for in 1875 ?—I think so. 

Q. What was it ?—The land could have been obtained for $75 an acre. 

Q. The round house, [ suppose, is what you referred to just now ?—I do not 
know where it is situated, but I believe it is twenty feet above tho water. 

Q. Would it not be necessary to excavate to get a grade of forty or fifty feet in a 
mile ?—-Yes; they would have to make some cuttings to get up from the water to the 
top of the bank. If thoy had taken it down the river they would have got a lèvel 

latoau. - 
P Q. What is the height of the bank immediately at the end of the town plot from 
the river ?—Twenty-soven feet at the west boundary of the town plot. 

Q. And on the McKellar farm ?—I should judgo it to be propably, some portions 
of McKellar’s farm six feet, and some ten feet. Tho further you go down towards 
the mouth of the river, the lower the bank is, until it is about one foot. 

Q. At the McKellar farm, would not excavation be necessary for the working 
yard ?—You would have to cut about six feet above the docks. There might be an 
average of three or four feet to cut off to level the ground. , 

Q. Is twenty-seven feet the average level on the Government reserve ?—No. 

Q. How far do you suppose the bank is twenty-seven feet above the river ?—It 
slopes gradually from twenty-seven feet.down the stream to one foot near the mouth, 
andjthat grade is distributed pretty evenly over the distance. 

Q. Did I understand that at the McKellar farm very little excavation would be 
required, while at the reserve it would be how much ?— About fifteen feet, perhaps, 
to make their working yard level with their present line of railway, but Ido not 
suppose it would obviate that difficulty at the round-house already built now. 

Q. It would require deep cutting ?—Yes. 

Q. Did I understand you to say that McKellar’s farm would be a much more 
advantageous terminus for the working of the business of the road than where it has 
been placed ?—I think so, or even further down than McKollar’s farm. 

Q. Take McKellar’s farm, would it be more advantageous for the terminus than 
the place selected ?7— Yes. 

Q. And you say the further you go down below McKellar’s farm the better ?— 
Yes; until you get too far into the low ground. 

Q. Would the dockage be better opposite the McKellar farm than at the town 
plot ?—The dockage would be quite as good. 

Q. Was it all cleared ?—I think so. Part of it may not have been, but they had 
a large clearance I know. 

Q. Was the town plot cleared ?—It may be partially cleared, but it was nearly 
all standing with the primeval forest when I saw it. 

Q. In speaking of the Kaministiquia River, have you any knowledge of the bar 
that lies opposite the mouth of the river?—-Yes; I sounded it on one occasion pre- 
v:ous to any dredging being done there. 

Q. Would it be necessary to protect the mouth in any way across that bar ?—I 
should think it would. In the present state of the river, allowing it to remain as it 
is, it must continually fill up. 

Q. What would be necessary in order to protect that channel?—It might not 
require piling or protection in that way at all. 

Q. Bat in order to keep it open ?—In the present state of the river it must fill 
up. By piling and cribbing it you will not prevent it from filling up. It might 
prevent the sand from drifting in from the sides; but that is all. 

Q. Why would it not protect it?—Because the drift comes down the river and 
will continue to fill it up. | 
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Q. Do you know the distance from a given point along the line as located—say 
Murillo station—to the eastern terminus of the railway ?—On this plan of the rail- 
way it is twelve and a-half miles to the eastern terminus of the road from Murillo | 
station. ! 
Q. From Murillo station, could as good a line be obtained to the McKellar farm | 
without passing through the town plot?—Unless you actually walked over the © 
ground to ascertain that you could not say definitely, but looking at this plan, there | 
seems to be no difficulty. | 

Q. But you have been over the line?—Yes; and I know of nothing to prevent it, 
but 1 cannot speak positively on the subject. | 

Q. Are you aware of any engineering difficulties ?—I know of none. 

Q. Is there any doubt in your mind that a perfectly good line could be got to 
the McKellar farm ?—None whatever. 

Q. Have you been there ?—Yes ; ‘I have been thore, backwards'and forwards, and 
I have never seen any obstructions, and from the lie of the ground I should say there 
were none. 

Q. Is ita level country ?—It is a level plateau for the first nine miles up. 

Q. What would be the distance from Murillo station to this McKellar farm, 
without touching the town plot, as shown by the plan ?—Twelve and a-quarter miles. 

Q. Is that drawing a bee-line to the McKellar farm ?— No. 

Q. Do you mean to the water at the McKellar farm ?—Yes. 

Q. Does the McKellar farm adjoin the present terminus of the railway ?—I think 
it does adjoin the town plot. + 

Q. Can you state to the Committee the distance from the present eastern termi- 
nus of the railway to deep water--that is, coming across the bar at the mouth of the 
river ?—About three miles. 

Q. What distance would it be from Murillo station to deep water at the town 
plot ?—Fifteen and a-quarter miles. 

Q. What distance would it be by the McKellar farm from Murillo station to 
deep water ?—About fourteen and a-half miles, I should judge. 

Q. Hence, it would be shorter to the deep water by the McKellar farm road than 
by the present road ?—As shown in this plan, I think it would. 

Q. Do you know what the section of country is like between Murillo station 
and Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—I know something of the country; I have been over 
it at different points. 

Q. Professionally ?—Not professionally ; but I have looked at it at different 
points. I do not know that any great difficulties would exist in the construction of 3 
railway, line from Muri:lo station to Prince Arthur’s Landing. 

Q. What is the distance by the plan from Murillo to Prince Arthur's Landing? 
—Thirtcen and three-eighth miles. 

Q. Is that a straight line ?—It is not. 

Q. Is it a line on which a railway could be located ?—I know of nothing from 
the nature of the country that would prevent it. Probably Mr. Dawson would be 
better able to give evidence on that point than I would. From what I know of Prince 
Arthur’s Landing and intermediate parts of the country, I do not know of ay 
serious obstacle. 

Q. Would there be any difficulty in getting dockage at Prince Arthur’s Landing 
without infringing on private rights ?—As at present occupied, I do not*know what 
the private rights are. , 

Q. Are you aware there is a chain reserve for the Government along the front 
of the bay ?—I see it on the plan, and I have seen it staked out as such at Prince 
Arthur’s Landing. . 

Q. Would there be any difficulty ir finding station grounds at Prince Arthurs 
Landing —say east of the town ?—I should say station grounds could be got there. It 
is comparatively flat, and sloping to the shore. 

Q. Would it be well adapted for a station ground ?—So far as my recollection serves 
me, it would. There is the McVicar property there, and immediately behind it 
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rises a small hill. I cannot say what the space is between that hill and the lake; but 
it strikes me there would be room enough for a station there. + 

Q. What reserve does the Government hold apart from this chain reserve ?— 
Abont ten acres for docks and frontage. 

Q. Do you know what the McVicar property on the Kaministiquia could be ob- 
tained for ?—I do not. ' 

Q. Could you form any opinion as to the expense for gotting right-of-way from 
Murillo station to Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—It would depend on the cost of land it 
would pass through, whether it would be mineral right or farming lands, or town 
lots. f should say it would be very cheap. 

Q. It is all wood, is it not?—Yes; except in a few places where it has been 
burnt. 

Q. Would there be any difficulty in widening that frontage at Prince Arthur’s 
Landing out a little from the edge of the bank into the bay, in order to make a wider 
track if necessary ? Does the water fall off deep from the land ?—It falls off in a very 
gradual slope to about twelve hundred feet, where it is eighteen feet deep. 

Q. So there would be no difficulty in getting abundance of room by making land ? 
—By making land in the water there would not. 

Q. Can a dock be made at Prince Arthur's Landing so as to make it a safe har- 
bor ?—I think so. 

. Q. To what extent ?—I have a plan showing a projected dock, but I have not got 
it here. 

Q. What would be the probable cost of making dockage there to make it a safe 
harbor ?—In my opinion it would be about $75,000 or $80,000. That is for a har- 
bor to protect vessels in any wind that blows there, except on rare occasions, when 
a vessel may have to leave any harbor. It all depends upon the number of vessels - 
you want to shelter. 

Q. Is there a dock at Prince Arthur’s Landing now ?— Yes. 

Q. How far out does it run ?—Six hundred feet. 

, Q. How much further would you propose to run it ?—A projection of six hundred 
eet more. 

Q. Into what depth of water would that carry you ?— Eighteen feet. 

Q. And you estimate the cost of that at about $80,000 ?—Yes. 

Q. What area of shelter would that afford ?— About one thousand feet. 
be Q. What width is this ideal dock ?—Eighteen feet on top and twenty-five on the 

ttom. 

Q. Where is the protection ?—It would be constructed so as to protect vessels 
from a sea coming in from the east or through the gap. 

Q. You mean a pier at right-angles to the shore ?—Tho present pier runs towards 
Thunder Cape. 

Q. What is the distance across from Prince Arthur’s Landing to Pie Island ?— 
About nine miles. I would propose the extension to go from the corner of the “ L.” 

Q. Is the “ L” built ?—Yes. 

Q. How far does it run ?—Two hundred feet. 

Q. And the other ?—Six hundred feet. 

Q. What did it cost ?—I do not know. 

Q. What is the depth of the water at the end of the “ L ?”—Sixtcen feet, I think. 

Q. The largest vessels lie at the present dock, do they not ?—Yes. 

Q. And you think by the projection you would make it a perfectly safe harbor 
for eighty thousand dollars ?—I think so, as far as that accommodation would go. 

Q. As regards the accommodation, would this projected dock afford as much 
accommodation as the Kaministiquia ?—You have two miles of frontage there, but it 
is not improved yet ; and what accommodation it would afford I cannot tell. 

Q. Would it afford more accommodation than the dock ?—Yes, if it were all 

ed 


Q. In speaking of the river, for instance, at the Hudson Bay Company’s dock, 
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can a vessel turn thore ?—Not without swinging her. I should think—not a vessel the 
size of the “ Chicora” or the “ Cumberland.” 

Q. The Beatty Line boats; can they not turn there ?—Yes, but what I say is 
they must. be warped round. 

Q. Then, if there was much navigation on that river it would bo necessary to 
have it widened very considerably ?—It might in places, and it might not. 

Q. You spoke of the difference in time in the closing of the navigation of the 
river at certain points; are you aware what that difference is ?—I know the river 
opens earlier than Thunder Bay does. I have seen it open on two occasions. 

Q. And you know that it remains open longer down the river than it does farther 
up ?—Yes. - 

P Q. Have you ever been there when it was open below and closed above ?—Yes; 
I have known one case where they drove oxen across above when it was open below. 

Q. Is the land at the lower end of the town plot more favourable for dockage 
and railway work than at the upper end ?—-It is. 

Q. Do you suppose that the object in running the railway down to the castern 
end of the town plot is for the purpose of getting more convenient and advantageous 
ground ?—They had to do it. | 

Q. Frcm the bend in the river opposite the Mission is it a pretty straight run 
out to the lake ?--It is a very good run. 

Q. So that really for the working of the business of the road, do you think it is 
necessary to go down there ?—It was necessary for them to come from the terminal 
point down to where they could get a lower plateau so that they could load from 
their vessels to the railway dock to put on the trains. 

Q. It was necessary for them to run from where they enter the town plot to the 
lower end to get dockage ?--Not all the way; seven hundred feet. To reach the 
lower end they would have to come thirteen hundred feet. 

Q. Is it not very important they should have the dockage on that straight run to 
the river and avoid the bend ?—Undoubtedly it is. 

j Q. por a large vessel laden it would be very difficult to turn round that bend ?— 
t would. 

Q. That being the fact, it would also be a fact, would it not, that the McKellar 
farm would be still more advantageous than this portion of Fort William Town plot? 
—I think 80, with the exception it might be slightly narrower. It shows by the 
plan to be the same width. 

Q. Do you know the width of the river ?—I do not. 

Q. The McKellar farm could have been reached by a shorter mileage of railway 
from Murillo station than the eastern end of the town plot is reached by the con- 
structed line ?—It appears so by the plan. 

Q. Do you know anything of the value of land outside the town plot ?—[ have 
no idea. I havo not seen it since 1874. I can give you no information’on that point. 

Q. In your report to Mr. Fleming you submit for his consideration the pro 
priety of carrying the lino lower down ?—Yes. 

Q. The reason you gave was that there would be a lower level and longer 
navigation in the fall of the year ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you give any other reasons ?—None. 

Q. You did not, at that time, suggest the many advantages you have to-day 
mentioned before the Committee ?—I did not. 

_ Q. By the lower level you meant there would be more convenience for dock- 
age ?—Yes. IJ meant that. 

Q. Do you know whether there were other engineers who entertained a different 
Opinion as tu the advantages of level ?—} do not know anything about that. 

Q. Do you know whether Mr. Hazlewood thought the ether offered more ad- 
vantages ?—I do not know about that. 

Q. Did Mr. Fleming reply to your report ?—He did not. . 

Q. When was it you had the conversation with Mr. Mackenzie ?—Immediately 
previous to my going up. 54 
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Q. Previous to that report?—Yes. At the time I received my instructions. 

Q. That was in the beginning of 1874?—It was about the 30th of June. 

Q. I think you said Mr. Mackenzie’s opinion then was, that the terminus should 
be as near Pointe des Meurons as possible ?—Yes; he said it should be the hoad of 
navigation. 

Q. And he thought it extended up to Pointe des Meurons ?—He understood from 
Mr. McIntyre and others it extended that far. 

Q. Aud who selected it lower down ?—In the conversation with Mr. Mackenzie 
I told him the head of navigation was at the west line of the town plot, 

Q. Thon Mr. Fleming confirmed that ?—Undoubtedly, by the action that. was 
taken subsequently. 

Q. He ccufirmed your opinion?—My opinion had nothing to do with the 
terminus of the railway. It was simply as to the head of navigation. 

Q. Was not Mr. Fleming’s particular object to reach the head of navigation ?-— 
Undoubtedly ; that was my instruction. 

Q. Therefore, if in your opinion, the head of navigation had been five miles 
farther up it would have gone there ?—It would. 

Q. So, practically, in your judgment, it was neither the ownership of the land nor 
any other cause that governed the selection, than the desire to have the terminus at 
the head of navigation ?—My instructions had nothing to do with that point. My 
instructions were to take the head of navigation wherever it was. 

Q. And that was done ?—It was. 

Q. You think that point may fairly bo considered the head of navigation ? - I do 
consider it the head of navigation. 

Q. But in fixing the terminus of the railway, other questions should be con- 
sidered as well as the head of navigation. Should not the practicability of working 
the railway economically be considered ?—Undoubtedly. 

Q. Are you aware that Mr. Fleming ever was there ?—T imagine Mr. Fleming 
was there on his trip across to British Columbia. 

Q. But you do not know that to be a fact ?—I do not. 

Q. You spoke about the value of lands on the McKellar farm. Of course it is 
entirely a hypothetical question— su;-posing the McKellar farm hau been selected 
and marked out and plans fyled showing it was the terminus, are you prepared to 
swear that Mr. McKellar would have allowed his property to go;at such a price ?— 
That is a question of human nature. 

Q. I believe you surveyed several points for the Pacific Railway on Lake , 
Superior ?— No. 

Q. Did you not survey points at Nipegon Bay ?—-I was there in charge of the 
works when they were going on. 

Q. At that time it was in contemplation that Nipegon Bay would be selected for 
the terminus ?— Yes. . 

Q. The surveys were commenced ?— Yes. 

Q. How 'long were you in that particular neighborhood surveying ?—I[ was 
there one summer in charge of work in Mr. Fleming’s absence. Mr. Rowan took 
Mr. Flemiog’s place. | 

Q. It was a considerable time—a year and a half—that the surveys were vibrat- 
ing from that particular point ?—Yes; about that. I before then chose a line crossing 
from Rat Portage to Nipeyon Lake. 

Q. Did you survey Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—I did so. 

Q. Then, practically, this point that was selected was the third available one 
that was considered un | | 

Q. The others were preceding it ?—Yes. 

Q. During the existence of the late Administration were you not instructed to 
proceed from Prince Arthur’s Landing ?7—I was. 

Q. You had instructions also to survey a line from Nipegon.—Yes. 

Q. The mere fact of your being directed to try lines from various points did not 
lead to the conclusion those points would be selected ?—Certainly not. 
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Q. Therefore, tho mere fact of putting down levels at particular points on the 
lake was no indication that any of them would be selected ?—No. 

Q. Supposing that the survey, instead of its being made where the terminus is, 
had been made whe: v, in your opinion, the terminus ought to be, and you had gone 

down to the McKellar and McVicar properties, and had there marked out property, 
and Mr. Fleming had approved of your selection, do you pretend to say then, the 
McKellar and MeVicar lands could be obtained for anything like the price you have 
named ?—Probably not. | 

Q. At that time was the title stñl in the Crown ?—I think it was ; John McKellar 
had not his deed from the Crown. 

Q. You know that Mr. McKellar claimed it ?—Yes. 

Q. Did Mr. McKellar express his willingness to you to sell at seventy-five dollars 
per acre ?—Not to mo particularly, but to anyone that would take it. 

Q. Which McKellar was it?—John McKellar, the son of the old man. 

Q. The property was in the old man’s name ?—I do not know about that. 

, Q. Was the old man dead at that time?—No; but he was imbecile. 

Q. And you think if you had selected that particular locality, and the plans had 
been fyled, you would not have been able to obtain the land at the price named?— 
No; but he offered it at that price. | 

Q. Was that before the termints was selected ?— Yes. 

Q. You were not surveying this property ?—No,; but we were surveying close to 
his property, at the rear of it. . 

Q. If the Government had decided to fix the terminus on the McKellar farm, and 
gone, as any prudent man would have done, to purchase, do you think Mr. McKollar 
would have sold for seventy-iive dollars per acre ?—He would have sold at that time, 
because he wanted money badly, but whether he would have sold to the Government 
at that price, I do not know. 

Q. The line, as surveyed, runs through a large extent of front property along the 
river, which costs the most money; now, by going to the McKellar farm, would the 
lino have run through any considerable quantity of front lota?—None, as laid out, 
except the McKellar farm. _ It would have gone through sume lands McVicar laid 
out there. ; 

Q. He had laid out a town plot ?—Adjoining it. 

Q. Were those lots laid out at the time you were surveying in 1874 ?—I cannot tell 
you. I remember seeing them subsequently, but when they were laid out I cannot say. 

Q. Thejline that you describe as running from the Murillo station to the McKellar 
farm, would it have run through any part of the town plot ?—Not as that plan shows 

Q. In 1874, were you familiar with the mouth of the river ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you know what money had been spent on it at that time ?--The Ontario 
Government had done some dredging. I have no idea what they had expended. 

Q. You have not been there since ?—Not since. 

Q. When did you leave ?—The latter end of November, 1874; the same year I 
have spoken of. 

Q. I believe you left in consequence of some misunderstanding with Mr 
Mackenzie ?—Yes. 

Q. Fault was found with you ?—Yes. 

Q. And you have not been employed since ?—Not under the Government. 

Q. In reference to the solection ot a point for the terminus, what is your general 
conviction about Prince Arthur’s Landing or the present terminus? Which is the 
best as a harbor ?—I favor the Kaministiquia as a harbor. 

Q. It is better altogether, is it not ?—It is better in some ways. 

Q. You think the advantages are in favor of it ?—My opinion is favorable to the 
Kaministiquia. | 

Q. Then your opinion with regard to the land would be altogether un prejudiced 
Quite unprejudiceu. ; 

And further, deponent saith not. 

56 WILLIAM MURDOCH. 
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Orrawa, 20th March, 1878. 

JOHN CLARK called and sworn :— 

Q. Where do you reside ?—In Toronto. | 
e Q. What is your profession or occupation ?—A Commission Broker and Mining 

ngineer. 

Q. Have you been acquainted with the country about Prince Arthur’s Landing 
and Fort William for a length of time?—Yes; since 1869, I think, Ihave been up 
there every year. For about eight years I have been acquainted with that country. 
. Do you own any property at Fort William ? —I did. 

. When did you own any property there ?—I bought it on the eighth of February, 


OO 


1871. 

. Werc they town lots ?—Yes. 

. What did you pay for them at that time ?—Four dollars a lot. 

. You got them from the Ontario Government ?—Yes. 

- How many lots did you purchase ?—Five. 

- Where are they situated ?--They were numbers fourteen and fifteen on the 
north side of Chief Street; fourteen and fifteen on the south side of Frederica Street, 
and twenty-five on the north side of Water Street. 

Q. Are they all together ?—No; there is one separate. | 

Q. Are they all within the reserve as taken by the Government for the railway ? 
— Yes; they are all within the railway reserve. 

Q. Do you hold those lots at present?—No; I have sold them. 

Q. To whom ?—Joseph Davidson, of Toronto. 

Q. Is the Joseph Davidson of Toronto the Davidson of the firm of Oliver, 
Davidson & Co.?—Yes; the same. 

Q. When did you sell them to him ?—I sold four of them to him on the nine- 
teenth of November, 1874. 

Q. When did you sell the other one to him ?—I think I sold the other one a 
short time afterwards. | 

Q. What did you get for the first four you sold ?—Sixty dollars apiece for them. 
dol! Q. How much did you get for the last one ? —Either eighty or uno hundred 

ollars. 

Q. Was it u corner lot ?—I do not recollect which it was. Very likely it was 
the lot on Water Street. 

Q. When was this last sale carried'out ?—A few days after the other. It was 
the same fall. It was either the latter end of November or the beginning of 
December, 1874. 

Q. D'1 Afr. Daviuson give any roason for purchasing then, after the sale ?— Yes. 
He se‘ ‘1:5 knew the terminus was to be there. It was not generully known whether 
it wa. to be there or at Prince Art’ ur's Landing. 

Q. But he said the terminus wa going to be there ?—Yes. 

Q. Did he tell you how he knew it was going to be there ?—Yes. | 

Q. What did he say ?—He said that he got his information from Mr. Mackenzie. 

Q. Information that the terminus was to be there ?—Yes. 

Q. Did he say at what place Mr. Mackenzie told him ?—I remarked, I thought 
it was not Jikely Mr. Mackenzie would write to him about the terminus; and ho said 

. Mackenzie was in Toronto and had told him that. To satisfy myself--because I 
rather doubted it—I made enquiries, and found Mr. Mackenzie was in Toronto at the 
ime. 

Q.. That was at what time ?—The latter part of November, 1874. 

Q. Did Mr. Davidson show you any map that he had of the railway reserve there? 
ane did. He came in and showed me a map. It was colored the same as the plan 
exhibit “A.” 

Q. Did he say where he got this map ?—He said he got it from Ottawa. 

Q. Was any person present when he showed you this map ?—Yes. 

Q. Who was it,?—Mr. Savigny, of Toronto, a surveyor. 
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Q. Where did this conversation take placo when he showed you this map?— 
—Partly in my office. It is in the same building, opposite Mr. Savigny’s office. He 
showed me the map in my office, and I think I brought him over to Mr. Savigny’s 
office to show it to him. 

Q. If you had had all the information you profess to have got from Mr, David- 
son, do you think you would have let him get the lots for eighty or one hundred 
dollars ?—I don’t think I would. 

Q. You think he did a rather sharp thing ?—He did what many others would do. 

Q Had he just come down from Fort William ?—I don’t know. 

Q. Had he been up there ?—He had been there one summer; I don’t know 
‘whether it was that year or not. 

Q. Were you there in 1874?7—I was. 

Q. Was Mr. Murdoch there surveying ?—I think I saw him there one of the 
summers | was up to Fort William. 

Q. Had you any other interest there than those five lots ?—I had no other inter- 
est in the town plot than those five lots. ; 

Q. But you had interest enough to induce you to find out where the terminus 
was to be ?—Yes, 

Q. Did you go to where the surveyors were at work ?—I did not. 

Q. Was the subject discussed at Prince Arthur’s Landing and the Town Plot as 
to whero the terminus would be ?—Yos; but there was a diversity of opinion as to 
whether it would be at Prince Arthur’s Landing or the Town Plot. 

Q. Did the surveyors express any opinion ?—I do not recollect hearing any 
opinion expressed. 

Q. Would not an ordinary spectator have come to the conclusion that the 
terminus was very likely to be where the engineers were taking levels and mapping 
it out ?—If you ask my opinion, I certainly thought it would be at the Landing, and 
a was perfectly surprised when I learned it was at the Kaministiquia. 

Q. But you felt it was rather a sharp thing that Mr. Davidson did ?—I did. 

Q. Were you uware what time the surveyors went there for the purpose of 
making out the location of the place ?—I was not. 

Q. Had you purchased lands elsewhere? Had you any interest at Nepigon 
Bay ?—I have some lands at Nepigon Bay—mineral lands. 

Q. At the depot there ?—No. 

Q. Have you any at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—I have, and hold some yet. 

Q. Would your interests be greater at Prince Arthur’s Landing, than at Fort 
William ?—My interest, as it turned out, was a good deal more at Fort William than 
at Prince Arthur’s Landing. 

Q. Where did you own the largest area of lan ?—At Prince Arthur’s Landing. | 
had one town lot on Cumberland street, also one on Water street, also a five acre park 
lot, just outside the town plot, adjoining Prince Arthur’s Landing village. 

Q. When did you buy the park lot ?—I do not at present remember the date. 

Q. Whom did you buy it from ?—Mr. Russell. 

Q. Is the five-acre lot on the Dawson road, or is it east or west of that ?—It 18 
east; there is a mine close to it—the Singleton mine. It is on the way to the 
Shuniah mine. 

Q. How much did you pay for it ?—$100. 

Q. Whon was that ?—In 1875. 

Q. After the selection of the Canada Pacific Railway terminus ?—Yes. 

Q. What time in 1875 was it?—It was in the fall of 1875. , 

Q. Did Mr. Davidson communicate the information to you of the selection of the 
terminus in a conversation ?—Yes. | 

Q. It was not a subject he tried to conceal ?—Ho took good care that he kept it 
until after he got the land; he had no interest in concealing it then from me. 
dia Q. He did not attempt to conceal it after he had effected his own object ?—He 

id not. 
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Q. Is the Committee to understand that in the fall of 1874, Davidson showed you 
a plan of Fort William town plot, coloréd in the same way as exhibit ‘ À ” ?—It was 
colored ; I cannot say whether it was the same as this plan. It was colored so as to 
show where the terminus would be, and he told me.that the Government had to get 
all those colored lots. | 

Q. Where did ho get it ?—He said he got it from Ottawa; I took it for granted 
that he got it from the Public Works Department, but he did not mention Mr. 
Mackenzie's name. 

H Q. But he mentioned Mr. Mackenzie’s name with regard to the information ?— 
e did. 

Q. He made no concealment that Mr. Mackenzie said the terminus would be: 
there ?—I do not know. | 

Q. He did not tell you confidentially ?—No. 

Q. Were you surprised when you heard it ?—I was very much surprised. 

Q, What did he say ?—He said Mr. Mackenzie told him the terminus was to be 
there. . 

Q. Is Mr. Savigny in Toronto now ?—He is. 

And the farther examination of the said witness was postponed until to-morrow. 

On the 21st day of March re-appeared the suid witness, whose examination was 
continued as follows ; 

Q. Are you engaged in business up there?—Yes; in mining business, 

Q. Have you any knowledge as to how much earlier the navigation of the 
Kaministiquia closes in the fall ot the year than of the lake at Prince Arthur's Land- 
ing?—Every season, of course, is not the same, but it is generally closed a month 
earlier. I might mention a circumstance from my own experience. I had occasion 
to take some lumber down to my mine in the beginning of December— 

Q. Of what year ?—The fall of 1871, I think it was, and I took the lumber down 
the river on the ice. | | 

Q. From where ?—From above the Mission, I put it on board a small schooner 
at the mouth of the river and sailed it down to the mine, about sixteen miles down 
the bay from Fort William, and the schooner came back again. I recollect that. . 
circumstance well. ' 

Q. Where was the schooner lying when you transported the lumber to her?— 
At the extreme mouth of the Kaministiquia. 

Q. At anchor ?—She just came up alongside of the ice. I don’t know whether 
she had her anchor out or not. She eame alongside the ice and wo put the lumber 
on board. 

Q. Did the navigation on the lake continue open any length of time after that ?— 
Pretty well towards the end of December—to the middle of December; at all events 
that fall. 

Q. State what time in December it was?—I could not say. I remember being 
down at the mine on St Andrew’s day, the 30th of November. <A few of us went. 
down on a tug on that day, and it was after that some timo. 

Q. Do you know how long the river had been closed with ice prior to your taking 
the lamber down ?—I don’t know the time. It genorally closed about the first or 
middle of November. ; 

Q. How did you bring the lumber down ?—With sleighs and dogs and Indiana. 

Q. Would the ice have carried horses at that time ?—No, it would not havo car- 
ried horses. They could have gone on the edge well enough, but they could not 
have crossed the river. . 

Q. Would it have been possible for vessels to have broken their way through 
the ice?—No. The fall before last it kept open longer than usual in consequence of 
the tugs going up and down. It was never known to be open so late before. 

Q. Was the season peculiarly favorable for its being kept open ?—Yes. 

Q. Asa general thing do you consider that the navigation closes there earlier 
than at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—As a general thing, I believe, it does, but I have 
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kept no note of it. The river opens a little earlier up the stream, but no vessel can 
. get in there in consequence of the ice at the mouth of the bay. 

Q. Have you been there in the spring?—I was there one spring; I had 
remained there all that winter and another fall ; [ came down in January. 

Q. Do you know how late the boate come down through the Sault Canal? What 
is generally the time of the last boat ?—I came down with the last boat in the latter 
end of November, in 1876. Tho river was closed then. 

Q. Do vessels ply from Ashland and the south coast to Prince Arthur's Landing 
very much later than that?—Yos; I believe they do. There were vessels came into 
the bay after we left, but I have had no experience of it. 

Q. The spring that you were at Prince Arthur’s Landing, how much earlier could 
vessels have come in thero than they could have entered the Kaministiquia ?—The 
apriny that I was there was a very extraordinary season. I recollect the whole of the 
ice went out at once. I recollect the circumstances very well. Some of the young men 
went over to Wolcome Island on snow-shoes on the crust, and two days after that 
the ice was broken up and went out with a nor’-west wind. It came on showers of 
rain and thunder during the night, and in the morning we were surprised to find the 
whole of the ice had gone. Its depurture was simultaneous at Prince Arthur’s Land- 
ing and Kaministiquia. | 

Q. I think have you mentioned the sale of a Water street lot at Prince Arthur’s 
Landing ; how much did you receive for it ?—One thousand dollars. 

Q. What was the value of the improvements on it?—There was a house—the 
first ho::se that I built there—worth $300 or $400. 

Q. Then the lot would have been worth between $600 and $700 ?—Yes; the lot 
wasa valuable one. It was a corner lot. 

Q. Was this lot fronting on the reserve ?—It did not come down to the water; 

.it fronted on Water street. 

Q. How close is the beach to it ?—About 100 feet. 

Q. Is that not one of the best streets in Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—It was at 
that time; but Cumberland streot, it is considered, will be the best. 

Q. Was not that lot, being a corner lot and situated near Flaherty’s hotel, con- 

. sidered onc of the best lots in the place ?—Yes; it was near the largest hotel in the 
place, and was a corner lot. 

Q. At what time was that lot sold by you ?—I could not recollect exactly; but 
it was before 1874. It may have been in 1872 or "73. 

Q. It was before it was known where the terminus was to be ?—Yes. 
' Q. Then the prices of lots wero speculative, somewhat?—Yes; they were specu- 
lative. 

And further, deponent saith not. 

JOHN CLARK. 


OTTAWA, 21st March. 


Captain James Diok called and sworn, was examined as follows: — 

Q. Ilavo you commanded steamboats on the lakes ?—Yes. 

Q. How long have you been a steamboat commander ?—About twenty years. 

Q. Have you commanded steamboats navigating Lake Superior ?—Yes. 

Q. How many years did you command a steamboat on Lake Superior?— 
“Three years. | 

Q. Running between what ports ?—Collingwood and Fort William—that is 
Prince Arthur’s Landing. 

Q. What was the name of the steamer ?—The Rescue. 

Q. Did you find Prince Arthur’s Landing a safo harbor; it wa 
roadstead, I believe ?—Yes; we selected it as a very suitable place for anchorage and 
-@ harbor. 
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Q. Did you find it tolerably well sheltered ?—Very well indeed. We never 
found any difficulty. 

Q. What years were they ?—I think it was 1858, 1859 or 1860—that is my 
recollection of about the time. 

Q. Did you ever enter the Kaministiquia with a steamer ?—No. 

Q. Why not ?—There was no harbor; there was a bar about three quarters of 
a mile at the mouth of the river ; and there was only three or four feet of water. 

Q. You mean the bar was three quarters of a mile in width ?—Yes; from the 
mouth of the river to deep water. 

Q. Have yon since then entered the Kaministiquia with a steamer?—Yes; [I 
went in with a small tag. 

Q. What draft of water ?—She drew about four or five feet. 

Q. That was before there was dredging done at the mouth ?—There had been 
dredging done. 

Q. From your knowledge of the shoal there, do you think a channel can be 
kept open easily by dredging ?—Yes ; but it depends upon the oxpense 

Q. What I mean is this :—if it is once dredged, willthe channel remain open ?— 
No; it will require to be constantly kept cleaned. 

Q. What does the bottom consist of ?—Sand and mud—all thé stuff that is 
carried down the river. 

Q. Is the bar created by the debris that is carried down tho river ?—Yes; that 
is quite plain. 

Q You have not entered it with larger steamers than the one you have mentioned 
—a small tug ?—That is all. 

Q. Did you ever spend a-winter up there ?—No. 

Q. You don’t know anything abott the closing of the river—how much earlior 
navigation usually closes there than at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—I have left Prince . 
Arthur’s Landing with a steamer when the river was closed. 

Q. About what date ?—I think the latest was about the 13th Nuvember leaving 
Prince Arthur’s Landing, and the River was frozen over then. , 

Q. Did you know how long it had been previously closed ?—-I did not know. I 
went over to the Hudson Bay post before I left, and it was closed then. I pulled 
into the mouth of the river, and walked ovèr to the Fort; that was about the 12th 
November 1858 or 1859, and it was a very cold year. 

Q. Have you any knowledge of its opening in the spring ?—No; I have not any 
knowledge of iitin spring; I have not been there before the eighth of May. 

Q. You left Prince Arthur’s Landing on the thirteenth, ran down the lako, 
through tho Sault Ste. Marie, and made your way to Collingwood ?—Yes. 

Q. How much longer was the lake open that season than usual?—I think it 
was closed earlier that season; it was a very cold season. I hurried down to get 
through. 

> About what date does the navigation usually close ?—About the first of 
December in ordinary years. 

Q. And you say the river was frozen over when you left Prince Arthur's 
Landing ?— Yes. 

Q. Was it frozen so that a steamer could not navigate it ?—I did not pay much 
attention to it; I was in a hurry to get away. 

Q. You saw that it was frozen across ?—Yos. 

Q. Did you select Thunder Bay as being the best point for a ship to remain at 
during a storm and discharge a cargo ?—From close observations by practical men, 
we considored it was the best place. 

Q. Has your subsequent experience corroborated that?—I never saw any 
difficalty about it. 

Q. Have you had any experience in heavy gales there ?—Yes. 

Q. And you never experienced any difficulty with respect to the anchorage? : 
Does a vossel ride easily there ?—Yes ; as easily as an old shoe. 
Q. Is the water deep ?— Yes; it deepens as you go out. 
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Q. Gradually or suddenly ?— Very gradually. 

Q. Do you know the Kaministiquia River very well ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you been up it frequently ?—Yes ; a hundred times, I suppose. 

Q. Does the river remain open longer at the town plot than it does al the month? 
—TI have never had much experience in that matter, not being there at that season. 

Q. Do you consider the river wide enough for tho large vessels that are plying 
in that direction to turn in easily ?—At the mouth it is. 

Q. But up as high as the Mission, where the Government Wharf now ia?--I 
know where lot number six is, and I know the town plot there well; tho river is not 
very wide there. 

Q. Is the river sufficiently wide there for the schoonor propellers to turn in 
easily ?— It depcads upon tho length altogether; they are building them very long 
now. , 

Q. Can such vessels as the “Ontario” and “ Quebec ” turn there ?—Yes ; they 
can turn there. . 

Q. Can the schooner propellers of Lake Erie turn there ?—I don’t know. 

Q. Is it your opinion that the navigation on the river does not remain as long 
open as it does at Prince Arthur’s Landing in tho fall ?—I am certain that it does not. 

Q. Is not the navigation being open in the fall of more importance than an early 
openin in the spring ?—It is all-important in the fall, because the rush comes on in 
the fall. ° 

Q. Is it not a fact that a very considerable trade comes in from Ashland and the 
south shore, after the closing of the canal ?—I have learhed that there was. 

Q. Have you any knowledge of it ?—No; I have not; but I have heard of vessels 
going there and discharging cargoes after the canal closed. 

- Q. When you speak of vessels turning in the river opposite the town plot, where 

, the terminus is fixed, do you mean that they can turn with their own machinery? 

—No; they will have to he warped or turned round with a tug, or some other way. 

They would have a great deal of tronble to swing themselves if the wind was blow- 
ing on the broadside, 

Q. Is it possible for a sailing vessel to go up the rivor to the town plot ? —Not 
without the assistance of a tug. 

Q. So that it will practically exclude all sailing vessels from going up there 
pithout a tug ?—Of course, because they cannot go up without the wind is in their 

avor. 

Q. Would a southerly wind interfere with a vessel in passing through that bar 
at the mouth—through a channel, say sixty feet wide,in going into the river ?— 
If the wind is blowing hard there would be danger of asteamer drifting on the bank in 
a-sixty feet cut, unless she had a heavy head of steam on before she reached it. 

Q. Would it be safe for a sailing vessel to attempt it at all under those circum- 
stances ?—A sailing vessel would not attempt it. 

Q. Is there any difficulty in a sailing vessel getting up to Prince Arthur’s Land- 
ing dock ?—No; none whatever, at any time. | 

Q. And no difficulty in rerhaining there at anchor in any storm that might take 
place in the Bay ?—None whatever. 

Q. How many times have you entered the Kaministiquia with a vessel ?—I was 
never in the Kaministiquia in a vessel. I have entered it on a small tug, but I used 
to boat it up and down in a small boat frequently. ; 

Q. What was the size of the tag ?—She was about forty or fifty feet long. 

Q. How many times did you go in and out of there with the tug ?—I do not think 
Tevor went up the Kaministiquia in a tug but once, but I travelled it in a skiff a 
hundred times. 

Q. How early in the spring have you attempted to go into the Kaministiquia ?— 
I have never attempted to go in it in spring at all. 

Q. How many times atter the month of October have you endeavoured to enter 
the Kaministiquia ?—There was no entrance into it at all for a steamer; there was a 
bar at the mouth, and it could not be entered. 

62 


41 Victoria. Appendix (No. 4.) A 1878 


oT —————E … ….…" … …_… _ _— 





Q. That was cighteen years ago ?—Yes. 

Q. And you are spoaking of your expcrionce of eighteen years ago, and of the 
knowledge you gathered at that particular timo ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you know the “ Manitoba ?”—Yes ; I have seen her. 

Q. What is her draught of water ?— I suppose eight or nine feet. 

Q. Do you know whether she enters the Kaministiquia ?—I am told so. : 

Q. Would you be surprigod if she had gone in every trip this last year ?—I 
would not be surprised if she had plenty of water. | 

Q. Do you know have the “Ontario” and “Quebec” gone in regularly ?—I 
could not say. . 

Q. Have you heard that they went in?—I have heard that they had not gone 
in regularly. 

3. In your answer to one of the questions you said that you regarded Prince 
Arthur's Landing as being very well sheltered ?—1 did. 

Q. Where is the shelter ?—1t comes from Bear Point on the East. 

Q. How far is Bear Point ?—It must be three or four, miles down from Prince 
Arthur's Landing. 

Q. How tar out into the lake does this point project ?—Not very far. 

Q. Half a mile, or a mile ?—No, not that far; but it is sufficient to make a good 
deal of shelter if the wind is from the north-east, but in an east wind it is not so 
available. 

Q. Is not the most important shelter—if you can call it so—the Welcome 
Islands and Thunder Cape ?—Yes. 

Q. What is the distance to Thunder Cape ?—Twelve miles, about. 

Q. What is the height of Welcome Islands above the level of the lake ?—I 
should think about eighteen or twenty feet. 

Q. How many miles away from Prince Arthur’s Landing are they ?— About six 
miles. 

Q. What is the size of Welcomo Islands ?—I do not know. 

Q. Have you ever been at Prince Arthur's Landing in a gale from the cast, or 
south and south-east ?—Yes. I have been there in gales from every point. 

Q. Do you think that vessel could have ridden safely at a dock there, without 
any protection /—I had not the experience of a dock there. I had only the experience 
of anchorage. I never took a yessel to the dock there, but I should think there is no 
difficulty about it, : 

Q. There was no dock there at the time you were there?—No; we got timber 
out to build bne, but we never built it. 

Q. Have you ever known it to be the case that a vessel could not lie safely at 
the dock in the harbor of Turonto ?—Yes, it has been my own experience. 

Q. And for the safety{of the vessel you would have to leave the dock ?—Yes, cut 
and run. I would rather run for it, and risk wrecking her outside than in the harbor. 

Q. Which is the best harbor under all circumstances, that at Toronto or the one 
at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—Toronto harbor, of course. 

Q. Would a vessel lie as safely at Prince Arthur’s Landing as at Toronto under 
all circamstances ?—No. 

Q. Do you know the McKellar farm on the Kaministiquia ?—Yes. 

Q. Is the river nearly straight from the mouth to the McKellar farm ?—Yes. 

Q. What is its character up to lot number six ?—It is very crooked above the 
McKellar farm. 

Q. Do you think it is likely that the river will remain open longer near the 
mouth than up there ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you think it would be easier for a boat to break her way through the ice 
up to the McKellar farm, in the fall, than up to the town plot ?—Certainly. 

Q. To your recollection of the river, is it as wide or wider below than at the 
town plot?—It is wider below. 

Q. Have you any idea what the width is ?—I never measured it, but my idea is 
that it is wider at the McKellar farm than at the town plot. 
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Q. Would it be a better place for a vessel to turn? Yes, it is wider. 

Q. Do you think that the part of the river running a crooked course would be 
likely to freeze sooner than where it is straight? Yes, it is narrower up the river, 
as well as crooked. 

And further, deponent saith not. 

JAMES DICK. 


| Orrawa, 28th March, 1878. 
H. P. Savieny called and sworn, deposed as follows :— 


Q. Where do you reside ?—At Toronto. 

Q. What is your profession ?—Civil Engineer and Provincial Land Surveyor. 

Q. For what Province ?—Ontario. id 

Q. Did you ever reside in the neighbourhood of Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—I 
have reaided there. 

Q. For how long a time ?—I went up there in 1867, and I have been up there 
every year since until 1873. 

Q. While there, were you practising your profession 7—I was. 

Q. Did you obtain a pretty thorough acquaintance with the country in the 
neighbourhood for some miles around Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—I flatter myself I 
did. 

Q. Have you ever been on the line of the Pacific Railway from Marillo Station 
to the terminus ?—I havo never seen theline. It was not surveyed while [, was up 
there, but from the map I know the country thoroughly. | 

Q. You have been back as far as that, say eight or ten miles from the:frpnt — 
I have. 

Q. Are you acquainted with the town plotat Fort William on the Kama 
—lI am 

Q. When was that survoyed as a town plot?—I could not say exactly; it was 
surveyed a good many years ago by Mr. Herrick, at the time the township of Paipoonge 
was surveyed in 1859, I think. 

Q. Have you a pretty accurate knowledge of the Kaministiquia River ?—I have. 

Q. Have you been often on it ?—I have been, very often. 

Q. Can you give us an idea of its width at the mouth, opposite the Hudson. 
Bay Station ?—I fancy the width there is about 280 feet. 

Q. What is the width at the McKellar farm ?—-I do not know that there is much 
difference there. There is a place where it is much wider, where another branch 
strikes off. It forms a large basin. 

Q. That is a little below the town plot of Fort William ?—Yes. 

Q. How much ?—Halfa mile, I suppose. 

Q. Is it opposite the McKellar farm ?—Yes. 

Q. Is the course of the river crooked above that point ?—Yes; it is more 
crooked than below. After you get up to to the town plot there is quite an elbow 
in the river, about the centre of the town plot. 

Q. What is the width of the river at that elbow, opposite the town plot ?—I 
suppose 25 : feet. 

Q. About what depth is it ?—I do not know. 

Q. I suppose you now by the map the exact position of the railway, as located ? 
—Yes; if che map is correct, I know it perfectly. 

Q. Please glance at the map, and follow the line of railway out to Marillo 
Station. I should like to know whether there is any difference in distance between 
the present line from Murillo Station to the terminus, and a line from Marillo Station 
to the river at the McKellar farm, not following the present line down to the termi- 
nus, but taking as direct a line as possible from Murillo Station to the McKellar 
farm ?—Looking at the map, I should say there was a considerable difference, 
probably three-quarters of a mile or a mile in favour of the McKellar farm. I have 
not measured it, and I say this merely from glancing at the map. 
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Q. You have been over the country; what is the character of it? Does it 
present any engineering difficulties for the construction of a railway ?—The whole of 
this section of the country I have explored, between Prince Arthur’s Landing, the 
town plot, and the McKellar farm; I explored it all for minerals, and surveyed a 
large portion of it for Mr. Dawson. There is only one difficulty that [ saw, one 
location where there is a bluff, and that is the only thing likean engineering difficulty 
that I am aware of. It stands squarely up, and is an extraordinary thing. 

Q. Is it of very great dimensions ?—No. It is a bluff of land that rises on a 
location lettered M. The slightest divergence would avoid it, but evon if it wero in 
the line it would not be any great difficulty.’ 

Q. I notice several small streams on tho line ?—They ‘would not presen iny 
difficulty. I think a straight line—a tangent—could have beon obtained from 
Marillo Station to the MciXellar farm. 

-Q. Do you think there would be any greator difficulty in crossing by a fairly 
straight line to the McKellar farm than to the town plot ?—No. 

Q. By that straight line would the town plot be avoided ?— You would pass in rear 
of the town plot. It is lower land, as the land falls off to the northward from the river. 

Q. A general incline or steep ?—Quite gentle. 

Q. So gentle as to be scarcely perceptible to the eye ?—Quite so. 

Q. You say you would pass to the rear of the town plot; do you mean in the 
town plot or outside of it ?—Outside. 

Q. Would there be any engineering difficulties from Murillo Station to Prince 
Arthur’s Landing ?—There might be, by making a direct line, but by keeping a little 
to the south of a direct line there would not. Back of Prince Arthur’s Landing there 
is a little rough land. 

Q. How much would that deflection add to the length of the line ?—It might add 
a quarter of a mile. . 

Q. What is the uifference between a line from the McKellar farm to Prince 
Arthur’s Landing, and the present located line from the terminus to Prince Arthur's 
Landing ?—It would be perhaps two miles shorter, but I have not measured it. 

Q. Have you ever been there in the winter ?—Never. 

Q. Then you could not give us any information with respect to the opening and 
closing of navigation ?—I have been there, and left there in steamers when the river 
was closed up with ice. 

Q. What date ?—The latter end of October, or the beginning of November. 

Q. You left Prince Arthur’s Landing then ?—Yes. 

Q. Had the river been then long closed ?—No, not long clesed, but it was frozen. 
I have been there in spring when the whole bay was closed up. 

Q. When were you last at Fort William ?—I was last at Fort William in 1873, 
I think. 

Q. Did you ever walk over the line between Murillo Station, and the present 
terminus ?—-I have never been on the line at all. 

Q. Have you ever walked over the country from Murillo Station ?—Yes ; I was 
exploring all ovor that country. 

Q. But you never walked in a direct line to the present station, or to that point 
on the river ?—I have not the slightest idea of where Murillo Station is, except from 
the map. I have been on tho ground though. 

Q. And you tell us now you do not know where Murillo Station is ?—Yes; it is 
in the township of Oliver. 

Q. Do you know the particular point where it is located ?—No ; I do not. 

Q. Then all your evidence is hypothetical—based on supposition ?—No ; it is 

ractical. ° 
P Q. I wish to know whether you had walked over the country between Murillo 
Station and the present terminus ?—I have. 

Q. Have you ever walked over the country from Murillo Station in a line such 
as you have located on the map ?—No; not ina “bee line.” I never followed any 
particular line. 
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Q. You were intent on other things altogether. You were exploring not with a 
view to the location of a road ?—I was exploring, but nut with 4 view to a railway. 

Q. Can you give me the frontage of the McKellar farm ?—I do not know; I 
never measured it. I know what it is reported to be. 

Q. What is it reported to be ?—A quarter ofa mile. 

Q. Have you been back from the river on that farm two or three hundred feet 
from the front ?— Yes. 

Q. Have you been there in the spring of the year ?—Not before the steamer ran, 
about the month of May. 

Q. How does the McKellar farm lie to the water ?—It slopes up from the river 
until it gets to a certain height and then it falls away into a swamp. 

Q. How far back does the land that is comparatively above the level of the river 
go?—After you get some distance back from the river it then dips down to that small 
creek or river in the rear. Itis low land, and that low land forms the valley almost 
the whole way up. 

Q. Would that low land be available, without filling up, for building purposes? 
Could you sink a foundation for a building more than fivo feet ?—I could not say. 

Q. You have told us that the bank rans a short distance from the water, then it 
drops and is low at the back. I want to know whether the height of the land, say 
300 yards back from the bank, would be about level with or above or below water 
level in the spring of the year ?—It would be higher than the bank of the river. 

Q. What is the height of the bank of the river ?—I should say, from viewing it, 
it is probably 13, 14 or 15 feet. 

Q. Is it so high as that ?— Yes. 

Q. Have you ever measured it ?—I never measured it. 

Q. Was your attention ever called to it?—No ; but I have climbed it up many 
a time when landing there—I have walked up and down it. © 

Q. In running from the point now called Murillo Station to the McKellar farm 
are there any valleys, broad valleys ?—Cortainly there are. There is quite a large 
valley formed by those two rivers—quite a flat of land. 

Q. Is that as favourable for the construction of a road as the line taken ?—Quite 


80. 
Q. Does it not require filling?—No; I do not know any place on it that will 

require filling. 

Q. Is it sysceptible of draining to the river. ?—Both of those small rivers furnish 
drainage for the country. 

Q. You speak of the breadth of the river, have you ever measured it ?—Never. 

Q. You are speaking entirely from memory ?—From observation. I have had 
occasion to judge of distunces and lengths, because it is part of my profession. 

Q. But you-have never scaled it?—No; I never measured it. 

Q. What year wore you there; late in the fall or early in the spring ?—I used to 
go generally early in the spring, and not return until the feet boat. 

Q. What time used you to go in the spring ?—The first boat in May. 

Q. What particular years ?—Every year from 1867; sometimes two or three 
times a year. 

Q. You speak of one year in which the Kaministiquia was closed ?—That was 
when I left there. , 

Q. What year was that ?—That was in 1869, I think, or 1870. 

Q. What month did you leave ?—In November. 

Q. What time of the month ?—It was the last trip of the steamer. 

Q. Had you oceasion to test the ice at the river ?—No; but I knew it was frozen 
though. 

Q. Was it ice that could have been broke by a steamer ?—I do not think 80. 

Q. Have you explored thoroughiy and repeatedly the country between the 
points that are now known as Murillo Station, and the river at the McKellar farm ?— 

es, I have explored it over and over again. 
Q. There is 2 little creek near the Murillo Station ?—Yes. ~ 
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Q. So that seeing that creck and Murillo Station marked on the. map, it gives 
you a good idea of where the station is ?—I know the neighbourhood, but I could not 
indicate the spot exactly, because there was'no station when I was there. 

Q. Between the first river and the McKellar farm there is no serious obstacle ?— 
No; and there is none more serious on a line going to the McKellar farm than on the 
line to the town plot, from Marillo Station. 

Q. You say that the river is wider at the McKellar farm because the stream 
branches off there ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you any idea of what the size of the basin is?—I could not say what 
would be the width of it exactly, but there might be an area of from ten to fifteen . 
acres in it. 

Q. You consider that this straight run in the river would be more desirable fora 
railway terminus, and more convenient for docks, than a point higher up, say at 
the town plot ?—I have always had that impression. I look upon that bend-as 
rather an injury to the river, as decidedly injurious to it. 

Q. Could long vessels turn with greater facility opposite the McKellar farm than 
at the town plot, where the terminus is ?—Decidcdly they could turn more easily; 
they could back into the month of the branch and turn. 

Q. Do you mean that long vessels could turn with their own machinery ?—Yes. 

Q. Could they do that higher up ?—No. 

Q. How do they turn higher up ?—I am informed that they warp; they warp 
them, that is, by snubbing the stern with the cable and swinging out with the stream. 
I have been on small tugs on the river myself when they had difficulty in getting out 
of it. Mr. Oliver’s tug, for instance, and she was only a small vessel. 

Q. Do you know what the size of the lock at Sault St. Marie is ?—I do not. 

Q. What is the length of it?—I do not know. : 

Q. Do you think that a vessel 300 feet long could turn at all at the terminus of 
the town plot ?—Decidedly it could turn. 

Q. Heavily laden ?—I should not like to say that; I think it would be as much 
as they possibly could do to turn. | 

Q. Speaking of the McKellar farm, is there much of it ‘cleared, or how far is it 
cleared back from the river ?—I have not seen it since 1873. 

Q. In 1873 how far was it cleared ?—There was not very much cleared on it then. 
When I was there the McKellar farm was not known by that name. 

Q. You never scaled it buck to the first river ?—No. Not knowing whether I 
was on the farm or not. 

Q. Can you tell us how the land lies upon the firat river; is it very low ?—The 
first river for considerable distance up is on a level with the lake, or nearly 80; it is 
quite stagnant. | 

Q. But the land on its banks ?—The land on its banks is low. 

Q. Have you any reason to believe that the McKellar farm; in fact the whole 
of it, is not fit for terminal purposes for the railway ?—I could hardly say. The 
front part is perfeetly well adapted for the terminus; but the rear is so far back 
from the river that I think it would be out of the way. 

Q. But you think as far back from the river as would be likely to be required 
for railway purposes, is suitable for a terminus ?—I think 80. 

Q. Did you ever own any lands in the Fort William town plot ?—I did. 

Q. When did you buy them ?—In 1870. 

Q. How many lots ?—There were four of us bought lots as a sort of joint 
operation. 

Q. Do you remember how much you gave for them ?—We gave at the rate of 
eight dollars an acre. Some of the lots were half-acre lots, and some three-quarters 
of an acre. 

Q. Do you own them still ?—No. 

Q. When did you sell them ?—In 1872. 

Q. To whom ?—To Allister W. Clark, Barrister, Toronto. 

Q. Does he own that now ?—No. 
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Q. Do you know to whom he sold them ?—To Mr. Davidson. 

Q. Do you know how much he got for them ?—I can only speak from hearsay 
from themselves, $90 a lot. 

Q. When was that ?—In 1874. 

Q. At what particular month ?—The latter end of November. 

Q. Had you anything to do with the transfer or sale from Allister Clark to 
Davidson ?—I assisted in advising Clark to come to Davidson’s terms. There was 
some little time treating about them, and that is the only assistance I gave the man. 

Q. Was that sale prior to the sale of John Clark to Davidson ?—It was about the 
same time. 1 cannot charge my memory as to the exact date that John Clark sold, 
but it was about the same time. 

Q. You knew of John Clark selling his land to Davidson ?—Yes. 

Q. Did it excite any surprise in your mind that Oliver Davidson & Co. should 
be giving $90, a lot for what you paid only $+ or $5 ?—I certainly thought it was a 
very large price. 

Q. Do you know how much they gave John Clark for his lots ?—Merely by 
hearsay ; I do not think they paid the same prices forall. I think they ranged from 
860 to $100. I do not know the prices exactly that were paid. 

Q. How did you know that Davidson had bought John Clark’s lots ?—From 
Davidson and Clark, both. 

Q. Did you make any remark or enquiry of Davidson about those lands having 
this high value ?—Of course; I certainly did, 1 was aware at the’ time that a good 
deal of talk had been going about the terminus of the railway. I never dreamed for 
a moment that the terminus would be located at the town plot at Fort William. I 
was always under the impression that it would be at Prince Artha:’s Landing ; thore- 
fore, I considered it was very absurd that he should give such a high price without 
knowing where the terminus should be. | | 

Q. When did this conversation with Mr. Davidson occur ?—At the closo of the 
sale in the end of November or the beginning of December, 1874. 

Q. Did he make any reply to you ?—Yes ; he said he was not such a fool as to 
buy land without knowing theo value of it, and what he was going to do with it. 

Q. Did he give you any explanation of it ? —-He said it was going to be the ter- 
minus of the railway. 

Q. Did ho say he thought it was going to be the terminus, or he knew it was 
going to be the terminus ?—He said he knew it from the very best authority. 

” Q. Did he tell you what that authority was ?—He showed me a map—a tracing. 

Q. Of what ?—A tracing of a map of the town plot, showing the amount of land 
required by the Government for the terminus of the railway. 

Q. Was it the plan of the whole town plot of Fort William ?—No; a part of the 
town plot. 

Q. Was the plan exhibited to you a rough sketch that anyone might make, or 
was it a regular plan made by a professional draughtsman ?—To my mind, it was a 
tracing from 4 finished surveyor’s plan, such as I was in the habit of getting from the 
Crown Lands Department—a regular tracing from the plan. 

Q. And you say the lots required for the railway terminus were marked on that 
plan ?—The block of land required for the railway terminus was marked on the plan, 
and colored a “ lake” or pink color. - 

Q. Did you ask Mr. Davidson where he got the plan ?—Yes; of course I did. I 
thought it very curious that he should have it. 

Q. How did he explain that he came in possession of it?—He said he got it 
from the very best authority; that it was perfectly authentic. 

Q. Did he show it to you as being a thing that everybody eould see, or was it 
confidential ?—No; he said it was confidential 

Q. Did he show it to anybody else?—He showed it to John Clark—at least 
Clark told me so. I cannot say of my own knowledge. 

Q. Did Clark tell you that the map had been shown to him prior to your speaking 
about it ?—Yes. 
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Q. Was the plan that was shown to you like the Departmental plan fyled as 
exhibit “A” ?—-No; it was not. 

Q. What was it like?—The pink shade showed exactly what was required for 
tho terminus and was the same as is shown on the plan “ À ”, showing what I under- 
stood to be the railway requirements. Lot No.6 was not shown on it at all. It was 
only the railway reserve on the front of the town plot. I remember it distinctly, 
because I made a drawing from it on my own plan, showing where the reserve was. 

Q. When did you do that; on the same day ?—Yes. 

Q. With Mr. Davidson's permission ?—I do not know that I asked his permis- 
sion; but he did not object to it, I had a plan of the.town plot, and J merely marked 
the outlines with a pencil on it. | 

Q. Was the drawing of the reserve that you made on your plan, taken from Mr. 
Davidson’s plan, or was it merely from your recollection of Mr. David¥on’s plan ?— 
Mine was a copy of the plan in the Department—not properly a map—a plan which 
I referred to whenever i had any business in that locality, and I copied the reserva- 
tion from Mr. Davidson's plan into my own. 

Q. Did you do it directly from Mr. Davidson's plan, or did you do it from your 
recollection of it ?—From the plan. 

Q. Then did Mr. Clark and yourself talk over the matter ?—-Yes; we talked over 
it several times, 

Q. Did Mr. Clark tell you that Mr. Davidson had shown him such a plan as you 
describe ?—Yes. | 

Q. Did yon tell him first that Mr. Davidson had shown you the plan?—No; he 
told me first. 

Q. What took place between Mr. Clark and you ?—As far as I can remember, 
when Clark completed his sale to Davidson, he came over to my office, which is 
almost immediately opposite his in the same building, and told me that he had 
effected his sale, and bad sold all to Davidson. He told mo something of prices too, 
but Tam not perfectly sure of what they were. I think it was somewhere between 
$60 and $100. laughed, and said: “ What could he possibly mean by giving such 

nces, Clark?” He said: ‘“ Davidson has information that we know nothing about.” 

said: “ What sort of information has he got?” After some hesitation,he said: ‘ He 
has got information as to the torminus being fixed there, and he showed me a map 
with the reserve marked on it.” I said : ‘‘ Did he show you that map?” ‘ Yes,’ 
said he. I said : “ He showed it to me, also, but I was not to tellany person.” That 
was the conversation that took placo. He asked me if Davidson had told me from 
whom he had got the map. I said: “No. He said: “ He has got it from good 
authority, becanse he has bought Allister Clarke’s lots too.” 

Q. Had you any other lands in that section of the country ?—Yes. 

Q. Where ?—In different parts, I had’ some in the rear of the town plot in the 
second concession, and some to the west of it. 

Q. Had you any at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—Adjoining Prince Arthur’s 
Landing | had, I was interested in the town plot thero. À 

Q. What was the value of those lands prior to the terminus being located at 
the town. plot of Fort William ?—Nothing at all, they were valued at 83 per acre, 
the price of Government land, without the railway they were literally value.ess. 

Q. Have you sold any lands since it was known that the terminus was to be 
there ?—Yes. 

Q. Where ?—In the township of Neebing, close to the town plot I sold Mr. 
Davidson, I think it was four or five hundred acres in tho rear of the town plot, for 
which he paid me four dollars an acre. 

Q. At what date was that you sold to him?—It was after tho terminus had 
been definitely fixed upon. I owned 150 acres within a mile of the town plot. Lots 
11, 12, 13, in the township of Neebing. 

Q. Have you sold that land ?—Yes. 

Q. How much did you get for it?—Four dollars an acre‘ from Mr. Henry 
O’Brien. I offered them to Mr. Davidson before at four dollars an acre. He would 
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Q. You had a map, showing the town plot, hanging upon the wall of your office? 
— Yes. 

Q. And upon that map you marked, in pencil, the reserve from the plan shown 
to you be Mr. Davidson ?—Prerisely. 

Q. Did Mr. Clark tell you that he had learned that information fom Mr. 
Davidson, or did you communicate it to him first?—He told me first, that Mr. 
Davidson had shown the plan to him in confidence. I was rather surprised when he 
told me that Mr. Davidson had a plan of it in his pocket. Said J, “ did he show it 
to you;” he said, “ Yes;” I said, *‘ He has shown it to me also.” 

Q. Was Mr. Clark present during the conversations with Mr. Davidson about 
this matter ?—He might have been present sometimes. Mr. Davidson used to’come 
daily into our office. There was a good deal of excitement at the time about the 
terminus, and they used to come daily into our office to talk it over. 

Q. Were you present when Mr. Davidson showed the plan to Mr. Clark ?—No; 
I was not. oo 

Q. How did he satisfy you that the land marked on tho plan as being reserved, 
was really authentic,?—He told me that he had it from the very best authority. 

Q. Have you had it verified since: that the land he had marked on his map was 
actually the reserve that was afterwards taken ?—Yes, They correspond exactly. 

And further deponent saith not. 


H. P. SAVIGNY. 


OTTAWA, 28th March, 1878. 
THomas Marks called and sworn, was examined as follows:— | 


Q. Are you Reeve of the Municipality of Shuniah ?—I am. 

Q. Where do you reside ?—At Prince Arthur’s Landing. 

Q. How long have you resided at Prince Arthur's Landing ?—I have been per- 
manently there since 1871, and had been there on several occasions before that. 

Q. For what length of time before that ?—Sinco 1869, 1 have been going there; 
established a trading post there in 1870. 

Q. Do you know who was the builder of Hendricks’ Iotel ?—Hendricks was the 
builder. 

Q. From whom did he purchase the lot ?—I think it was from Cyrette. 

Q. At what time did he purchase it ?—I think it was in 1875, in the winter, or in 
the fall of 1874. 

Q. When did he commence to erect that hotel ?—He commenced in 1875. 

Q. About what time ?—It was early in the spring of 1875, as near as I can judge. 
I am not very clear on the exact time. 

Q. Did be know that the town plot had been selected for railway purposes ?— 
Yes; he knew it then. 

Q. Did he know it when he commenced to build ?—I think so. 

Q. What makes you think so ?—Because he told me so. 

Q. What did he say with reference to it ?—He said he would run the risk, any- 
Way. 
Q. So that you have no hesitation in saying that he knew the terminus bad been 
located there ?—I have no hesitation in saying that he knew it. The plans, I think, 
had been fyled in February, 1875, in the Thunder Bay Registry Office. I was told 50 
myself by the Registrar. 

Q. And this was in the following summer ?—No; it was in the spring of 1875 
It was the spring after the plan had been fyled that Hendricks erected the building. 

Q. Did you communicate the information that you had respecting tho railway 
terminus to Hendricks ?—I did. 

Q. Do you know anything with reference to the close of navigation, as to 
whether it closes earlier at the Kaministiquia than at Thunder Bay ?—It closes 
earlier at Kamipistiquia. 
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.Q. How much ?—I should say from two to threo weeks at least. 

Q. At what time did the river close, this last fall?—-Of course last fall was an 
xceeption, the weather was very warm, the river elosed the beginning of December or 
the latter end of November. 

When did the bay close?—The bay did not close all winter, except a certain 
portion of it. It is quite open now. 

Q. When the bay was open was the river frozen so that vessols could not go up 
to the town plot ?—Yes, frequently. Every year since I have been there. 

Q. What thickness of ice was on the river when the bay was open ?—I should 
jedge, when tho last boat was at Prince Arthur's Landing last fall, the ice was six or 
eight inches thick on the river, and on some previous seasons I have seen it over a 
foot thick when the last bout left the Landing. 

Q. Do you remember when the last boat was in ?—I think it was the fourth of 
December we had the last boat, last fall. 

Q. Do you know the Kamimstiquia river woll?—Yes; quite well. 

Q. You know the McKellar farm ?—Yes. 

Q. What would the height of the bank of tho river be, on the McKellar farm ? 
—The western part of it is high. 

Q. Adjoining the town plot ?—Adjoining the town plot, tho eastern part is lower; 
it gradually slopes up from the edge ot the river. 

Q. Does the McVicar farm lie nearer the lake than the McKellar farm ?—Yes. 

Q. What are the banks there ?—They gradually slope also. 

Q. Ig there much of the McKellar farm cleared ?—Judging from memory, I 
should say there was about 50 acres. 

' Q. Not too wet for cultivation ?—No; it is all cultivated I think, what has been 
cleare]. 
: Q. Might more of the farm be cleared and cultivated as far as wet is concerned ? 
—I think so. 

Q. Do you know how many acres McKollar has in his farm ?—About 175 acres. 

Q. What is the width of the river opposite the McKellar farm ?—I think it is 
about 250 feet wide, as near as I can judge. 

Q. Do you know what the average depth of it is ?—It is from 11 to about 18 feet. 

Q. Have some of the largest vessels on the lake—for instance, the “ Quebec” and 
“Duluth” and “Ontario,” gone in there with full cargo this year ?—I have known of 
the larger class of vessels having gone in there, but not with full cargo. 

Q. What does the “City of Duluth” draw ?—Sheis a light draught boat with a 
very flat bottom. I think she would draw about 124 feet loaded. 

Q. Do you know what sho is in the keel ?—I should judgo she is nearly 230 feet 
over all. 

Q. If she drew 124 feet of water with a keel of 230 feet, could she turn around in 
the river ?—Not without dredging, if she drew that depth of water. 

Q. Could she turn under any circumstances in the river by means of her own 
machinery ?—I suppose she might turn light by backing up to the bank and allowing 
the bow to swing around. She could not take the regular curve that boats usually 
take. She could back up, and, by sticking her stern against the banks, allow the 
bow to swing around with the stream. 

Q. 1s tho river at the McKellar farm wider than it is further up?—Not much. 
There is just one or two spots where the river is wider than at the forks. 

Q. Is there a bar at the mouth of the 1iver before you get to deep water in the 
bay ?—Yes; there is a very wide bar nearly three-quarters of a mile in length. 

Q. How long have they been dredging there ?—For three or four years. The 
Ontario Government dredged it first, and I am not certain whother that was in 1872 
" 1873, byt they laid out a considerable amount of money there; I fancy it was in 

73. 

Q. And some dredging was done there last year and this year ?—Dredging was 

done last year and the previous year. 
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Q. Had vessels any difficulty last summer in getting up the river through that 
bar ?—Yes; there was a good deal of difficulty for vessels drawing much water; they 
stuck several times on the bar. | 

Q. Can you tell what dranght they were drawing ?—They were drawing from 
eight feet. I suppose, to 104 feet. 

Q. Did they stick npon shoals at eight feet?—I do not know that any stuck at 
eight feet. I think they were stuck drawing 94 feet. 

Q. Do you mean they stuck where it was dredged or at the side?—There are 
some places where it is dredged not so deep as others, and they stick on those places 
and the sides. They used to stick at night when they were drawing light draught. 

Q. Are you aware that the “City of Duluth” went in last year, and the 
Ontario ”’ and the “ Quebec ” ?—Yes. 

Q. Did they go in with full cargo ?—No; not over one-third of their load. 

Q. Have you noted that the water was higher lust summerthan usual, from the 
frequent rains?—The water every spring is lower than during the summer. It 
seems to rise as the water warms. 

Q. But during last summer have you remarked that the water was higher than 
usual, by frequent rains ?—No; I do not think so. 

Q. Do you know, as a matter of fact, that it was very wet at Prince Arthur's 
Landing during the early part of last summer ?—Yes; it was a very wet season. 

Q. Suppose for a moment that the Kaministiquia is the best terminus for the 
railway, at what point on the river would you say that the railway would be best 
served by having the terminus fixed ?—Of course, that is a matter of opinion. I should 
judge the low land where a basin could be dredged, at the forks of the river or at the 
mvuth, would be the better place. 

Q. Where could a basin most easily be formed ?—There is no part o it in which 
à large basin could be formed, as there is a mountain one side extending part of the 
way down and the land is too high on the other side. There could be a small basin 
dredged at the forks near the Mission, and of course the mouth of the river is lower; 
it is swampy as you get down to the mouth. 

Q. Do you mean that it would be more advantageous to have the terminus on the 
straight run of the river, so as to allow vessels to run straight out to the lake—Is that 
what you mean ?—I should judge it would be much easier to dredge a basin at the 
forks or the mouth, and it would be better for vessels to have a straight run to the 

ake. 

Q. Do you consider this bend above the Mission a hindrance entrance to the 
terminus ?—It would be difficult for vessels getting around it were they Icaded. 

Q. Would Prince Arthur's Landing make a better terminus than the Kaminis- 
tiquia ?—There is no question about that. 

Q. What kind of harbour is there at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—One of the beat 
on Lake Superior. I huve been there since 1869 or 1870, and since 1869 wo have 
had over 1,500 arrivals of vessels reported at the custom-house, and during all that 
time there was not a single vessel left thore, to my knowledge, tor stress of weather. 
I have evidence here from captains to corroborate what I say. 

Q. What is the opinion of the captains. 

Honorable Mr. Scott objected to the opinions of tho captains being taken 4 
evidence unless they were present to speak for themselves. 

Wirness offered to produce declarations from the following captains, that Prince 
Arthur’s Landing is the better point. Captain McDougall, Steamer “ City of Duluth;” 
Captain Atkins, “United States Pilot;” Captain Kennedy, Steamer ‘“ City of Owen 
Sound ;” Captain Anderson, Steamer “Quebec ;” Captain Tate Robertson, Steamer 
“ Frances Smith ;” Captain John O’Malley, Schooner “ Hurlburt,” Captain Joho 
McKay, Steamer “ Manistee;” Captain T. H. Fretheway, Steamer “ Kate Marks.” 

Q. Is the opinion you have formed of the harbour at Prince Arthur's Landing 
sustained by the captains of the vessels you have named ?—It is almost unanimously. 
I have sailed myself for nine years on tho lakes, and I should know something about 
harbours. 
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Q. Yon state that of 1,500 vessels that went into Prince Arthur's Landing not one 
of them had to run elsewhere for shelter; is that your evidence ?—It is. 

Q. Is there a wharf or pier at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—There are two there, 
one belonging to the Government 600 feet long, and one built by.our firm nearly 
the same length. 

Q. And the vessels run along side and between the two?—Yes; there is room 
enough for four large steamers between the two piers. 

. And they lie there and discharge cargo ?—Yes. 

Q. Is there a warehouse on the pier ?—Yes; there is one on both piers. 

Q. What height are the tops of those piers above the water ?—About six feet on 
the outside. Our wharf averages from about six feet to five feet. The Government 
wharf is, I think, about 64 feet outside just now, and it runs off as you approach the 
shore, to about three feet. 

Q. And the warehouses stand upon those wharves ?—Yes; one of them covers 
the fall width of the Government dock for 150 feet in length. 

Q. And goods are stored in that warehouse all the time during heavy storms ? 
—Yes; they are stored all through the season of navigation. 

Q. Were they ever damaged by storms?—I have never known them to be 
damaged in the least. 

Q. So that goods aro warehoused on that wharf, at a level of only three feet 
above the water, and the contents of those warehouses are nover damaged by the 
sea ?—The seas never reach them. 

Q. Have you ever known a vessol that had to leave the dock in consequence of 
a storm, and run for it ?—There nover has been one to my knowledge since I have 
been there. ‘ 

Q. Have any of the captains that you have named ever done so?—They stated 
to me distinctly that they never had to do it, and they also stated in the certificates 
which I hold in my hand, aod it is about the highest authority we can get. 

Q. Have sailing vessels any difficulty whatever to get into the bay ?—None 
whatever. | 

Q. Nor up to the docks ?—Sailing vessels can work in and out of the bay without 
towing, and alongside the docks. 

Q. Can sailing vessels work up the Kaministiquia without assistance from tugs ? 
—Not unless the wind is fair. 

Q. Can they go out again without assistance ?—Not nnless the wind is fair or on 
their quarter. 

Q. How does the water deepen from the shore outward, at Prince Arthur's 
Landing ?—It deepens gradually ; the present wharves run out nearly 600 feet. 

Q. What is the depth at the end ?—In winter it is about 134 feet, in summer 
about 144 feet. 

Q. Is the anchorage good ?—Yes; very good; clay bottom. | 

Q. Is the bay safe; I mean by that, is it free from rocks and shoals ?—There is 
not a shoal in the whole bay that 1 am aware of, nor a sunken rock where vossels 
would approach. 

Q. What you have told us is your own knowledge, and it is confirmed by 
commanders of vessels ?—Yes; in fact all the unprejudiced people who visit that 
part of the country have confirmed what I state. 

And the further examination of this witness is continued until to-morrow. 

On this 29th day of March, reappeared the said witness, and his examination 
was continued as follows :— 

1 Q. Are you the President of the Prinze Arthur’s Landing Railway Company ? 
—I am. 

Q. Can you state what it cost you for the right-of-way from Prince Arthur's 
Landing to Fort William town plot ?—I could not tell you exactly what it cost all 
the way. I can tell you what it cost up to the present time. We have not acquired the 
right-of-way through all of the land, some wild lots intervening between Prince 
Arthur’s Landing and Fort William have not been settled for yet, but I can give you 
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the figures within two miles of the Landing. The othor lands cost comparatively 
little as we approach Prince Arthur's Landing. Having located our line along the 
broken front, the cost wus a mere trifle. 

Q. Did it cost you much in passing through the farm lots intervening between 
Prince Arthar's Landing and Fort William ?—We have only purchased one yet, and 
it cost us $45 through the full length; that is the Wiggins lot. 

Q. What length and width ?----Sixty-six feet for the full length of the lot. 

Q. How much an acre was it ?---I think it was at the rate of $16 an acre. 

Q. Did you take the whole lot or did you pay at the rate of $16 for what was 
included in the railway track?---Just for what wo wanted for the right-of-way. I 
can give you tho exact figure that we paid for the first two miles east from the J’acific 
Railway Reserve. We paid alump ofsum $1,687, and got the whole of five town lots of 
about one-fifth of an acre each; the right-of-way through thirteen town lots contain- 
ing nearly half an acre. I will reada memorandum from Mr. Roaf, Solicitor for the 
Company, in Toronto, which will explain it all : 

‘ What we did acquire, for which $1,687 was the Jump sum paid, were five lots 
“of one-fifth of an acre each; the right-of-way through thirteen town lots, of two- 
“ fifths of an acre each; the right-of-way through two park lots, each about 325 feet 
~ “by 700 feet deep; also the right-of-way, 66 feet wide, through two large farm lots.” 

Q. You got all this for how much ?— For the lump sum of $1,687. There has 
been three separate deeds of agreement made out for it, 1 believe. 

Q. Were the purchases made from one party or one firm ?—They were made 
from Oliver, Davidson & Co., and from Davidson and his wife. There were only 
three separate conveyances for the whole of this right-of-way. 

Q. Three separate grantors ?—Yes; this was done because Mr. Davidson was 
interested with some other parties in the land, and he wished to have threc separate 
deeds made out in order that he could settle with the partics he was interested with. 

Q. Tell us from whom the deeds were ?—From Oliver, Davidson & Co., from Mr. 
Davidson and his wife; I do not know who the othors are. 

Q. Give us the three separate pieces of land ?—Ono part of the land belonged to 
Oliver, Davidson & Co. 

Q. How do you know that ?—TI am certain of it, because I negotiated with Mr. 
Oliver first for Oliver, Davidson & Co’s. lands. 

Q. How much was paid for them ?—Oliver asked Eighty dollars a lot for the 
whole of the first five lota which we passed through. Mr. Davidson was asking $160 
a lot, for two-fifths of an acre lots, and Oliver, Davidson & Co. were asking $40) an 
acre for passing through the park lots—two park lots at the rear of the town plot— 
and $18 an acre for passing through the two farm lots; all summed up together 
amounted to over $2,000; but we agrecd for a lump sum of $1,687. 

Q. Who were the other parties ?—The others were Mr. Davidson and some of his 
friends. 

Q. Who were the friends; was it his wife?—I think Mrs. Davidson was inter- 
ested in some, and Mr. Leys was interested also. I am not certain about «fr. Leys. 
Then there were three separate deeds, and they were given at Mr. Davidson’s sugges- 
tion, so that he could settle with those people with whom he was interested; but the 
lump sam for the two miles was $1,687. 

Q. Would it have made any difference to your company if the amounts iu those 
deeds had varied from what they are at present as long as the lump sum did not 
exceed $1,687 ?—It would have made no difference whatever. It was immuteial to 
us what tle consideration was amorg the parties as long as we got the land for $1,687. 
We knew no parties in the mattor but Oliver, Davidson &Co., Mr. and Mrs. Davidson. 

Q. Would you haye been satisfied to have a dced from Oliver, Davidson & Co. 
for the the three pieces of ground ?—No; certainly not. They agreed to give us the 
right-of-way through this property for the sam mentioned. 

Q. When you came to that fMal determination for the sum you were to give for 
this land, was the sum apportioned among those lots?—No; it was paid over ins 
lump sum by onr solicitor. 
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Q. Was the particular consideration mentioned in tho decd for each lot ?—No 
think not. Mr. Roaf has the deeds in Toronto. He arranged the whole matter. 

Q. Were you down here with adeputation to bring under the notice of the Govorn- 
ment the superior advantages of Prince Arthur’s Landing at any timo ?—Yes; I have 
been down on several occasions. 

Q. There was a pamphlet distributed among the members of the House of 
Commons shewing the advantages of Thunder Bay over Nepigon as a superior 
terminus ?—Yes; that was some time ago. 

Q. What time was it ?—I think it was in the spring of 1874. 

Q. Was it in 1875 ?—There were potitions sent down several times. 

Q. Were there not delegates sent down ?—I came down in the spring of 1875 to 
try and get the road extended to Prince Arthur’s Landiug, and several Membors 
joined me here to see the Premier. 

Q. And have the Landing established as the terminus ?—Yes. 

Q. Was it at that time tho little b:ue book was issued P—No; it was before the 
terminus was fixed. 

Q. Were there any pamphlets circulated calling attention to the advantages of 
Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—There was something issued, but it was asking for a 
reconsideration of the subject. We saw the Minister about it. 

Q. Was that during the sitting of the House, in the spring of 1875, or after the 
House rose ?-— It was during the sitting of the House. 

Q. They professed toret forth the superior advantages of Prince Arthur’s Land- 
ing ?—Certainly ; that was the object; we sent many petitions. 

Q. You put your best face forward ?—Yes; we did. ’ 

Q. At that time, when you started on your mission, did you believe there was 
some hope of success ?—[ did. 

Q. Fou did not believe that it was so irrevocably fixed, and if it could be shown 
that the Landing was a suporior place, the change could be made ?—Yes ; we believed 
so. We asked the Government for rails to iron our road. , 

Q. You have large interesta at Prince Edward’s Landing also ?—I have interests 
there, and interesta at Fort William also. 

Q. Are your interests comparatively equal in both places ?—No. 

Q. Have you always been a strong advocate of the Landing ?—Yes; because I 
thought it a better point from the beginning. 

And farther, deponent saith not. 

THOS. MARKS. 





ADAM OLIVER, Called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. You are a member of the firm of Ouiver, Davidson & Co. ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you been the party that has been residing most of the timo at Fort 
William whore your interests were ?—I have been the working partner. I have been 
around Lake Superior for the last six years—or five years, at all events, during the 
summer; I do not remain there during the winter. 

Q. What was your first summer up there ?—1872. 

Q. Is that the year you commenced your investments ?—Yes. 

. Did your firm invest pretty largely there ?—Yes,, pretty largely. 

. What amount have you invested there ?—Between thirty and forty thousand 
acres of land. 

. Have you investments at other points on Lake Superior ?— Yes. 

. Where ?—-We have some at Nepigon. 

. Where ?—At the expected harbour. 

. When did you make your investments there ?—It was more recently. 

. Did you make any other investments ?—We built a saw mill and planing 
mill, sash and door factory on the Island at the mouth of the Kaministiquia. 

Q. How many lots did your firm own in the town plot?—In the town plot, I 
think we bougat about 42 lots. 
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Q. How many of those lots were taken by the Government for the railway ?—I 
am not sure; but the most of them have been taken. I would say about 28 or 30 lots 
were taken for the railway terminus. 

Q. Had you sold any anterior to that ?—Yes. 

Q. When ?—I cannot positively give you the date, from the fact that my partner 
sold most of them. | 

Q. Which of them ?—Mr. Davidson and Mr. Brown. I sold one or two of them 
myeclf. 

Q. What did you sell before 1875 to other peoplo than the Government ?—A 
small portion, possibly eight or ton lots. 

Q. What number of lots have you left in tho town plot ?—Two or three; am 
speaking from memory altogether. 

Q. Can you give the names of the parties who purchased from you, anterior to 
the transfer of the property to the Government in 1875 ?—I think I can give you the 
names from memory—Mr. Duckworth, of Toronto, Mr. O’Connor—those are all the 
names I can remember just at the moment. 

Q. Could you give the dates ?—I think it was in 1875 most of those sales took 
ace. 
P Q. What part of 1875 ?—During the summer I was in there. 

Q. Who made those sales ?—Mr. Davidson. I sold one to Mr. Hazelwood, that 
is the only ono I remember of selling, and that was in 1875, he was the engineer that 
was up there. 

Q. Is that in the reserve or in the town plot ?—In the town plot. 

Q. Ts it in the railway reserve now ?—Yes; it is lot 19, on the front street. 

Q. Do you remember the date ot that sale to Mr. Hazelwood ?—I think it was 
August, 1875. 

Q. You sold that yourself?—Yes. 

Q. How much did he give you for it ?—$275. 

Q. Can you tell me the amount your firm invested at Nepigon ?—I think it was 
$900 in round numbers. | 

Q. What was the attraction thore?—We thought it possibly might be near the 
railway if it was built there—it was mining lots. 

Q. How near the river ?—It was on the river near what was supposed might be 
immediately near the terminus. 

Q. When were you aware that surveys were first mado with a view to the selec- 
tion of the land on the Kaministiquia?—-I was aware at the time Mr. Murdock made 
the survey, I think in the winter of 1872-73. 

Q. Was that the first time he made the survey ?—Yes 

Q. That was before the change of Government ?—Yes. 

Q. Where was that survey ?—It was just where the railroad is built now; Mr. 
Murdock made that survey, and surveyed it through; and in the fall 1873, just at 
the time the late Government fell, I met him the second time; he was going up to re- 
survey it; he took the levels. 

6. Where ?—At this very point where it is built now. 

Q. Did it follow the valley of the Kaministiquia ?—It is the valley of Kaminis 
tiquia { am speaking of. I_do not know of any other point being surveyed from 
Thunder Bay, except this very point where it is built now; the starting place was 
always the same. | 

Q. Spoaking of the valley of the Kaministiquia, what part of the valley do you 
refer to?—-I mean where the railroad is built now. 7 | 

Q. Are you aware of the fact that the railroad follows the valley of the Kaminis- 
tiquia up for many miles after it leaves the town plot ?—-I am aware of that, because 
I went there many times on foot after the line was run by Mr. Murdock. 

Q. Did the survey in 1872 and 1873 that you spoke of indicate the location of the 
terminus at the very point that was afterwards chosen ?—The very point. 

Q. Was it after that you bought lots at tho Nepigon ?—Yes ; after that we bought 
lots at the Nopigon; I think it was in 1875 or 1876 we bought them. 
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Q. It could not be 80 late as that ?—I will not speak to a year. 

Q. At all events, you bought there a couple of years after at least, believing that 
there was a probability of tho railway going to Nepigon ?—Yes. 

Q. You went up, you tell.us, in the season of 1872 ?—Yes. 

Q. Was Mr. Murdock the engineer employed in locating the line in that yoar, or 
was it in 1873 ?—It was the latter end of that year ho was employed. 

Q. How long after that. did you purchase at the Nepigon ?—1 could not say 
distinctly as to the time we purchased at Nepigon. Mr. Davidson was the pur- 
chaser of the Nepigon property, but I cannot stat@distinctly as to the date. It was 
not prior to 18Y4, at all events. 

Q. Did you invest anything in Manitoba on railroad account ?—Yes ; we in- 
vested. 

Q. Where was that investment made, on the present line or South of Lak 
Manitoba ?—It was south of the lake, near head of Long Lake. | 

Q. What amount did you invest south of Lake Manitoba in the view of the road 
going there ?— We invested in part of two sections, not quite two sections, and paying 
a dollar an acre, I think, for the property. 

Q. You were a momber of the firm that built the Neebing Hotel ?—I was one of 
the Company. 

Q. Who was your builder ?—There was a man named Henderson built the hotel. 

Q. Was he a member of the firm ?—He was. 

Q. Was the building constructed under his management ?—Yes, altogether. 

Q. Did any other members of the firm interfere at all ?—Not that I know of. 
The arrangement was made between myself, as President of the hotel, and Mr. Hen- 
derson, when he commenced to build. I néver saw him until he commenced to build, 

Q. Was that arrangement in writing ?— Yes, it was, but it was an understanding 
between myself and Mr. Henderson. ‘Lhe arrangement was not to be made in writ- 
ing until afterwards. . 

Q. Thore wasan original memorandum signed, was there not ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you got that memorandum ?—Yes ; I have. lt is merely a memoran 
dum between Mr. Henderson and myself. 

Q. Is it witnessed and signed ?—Yes. 

Q. Did Mr. Henderson go on with the building ?—Yes. 

Q. Was the lumber, shingles, and laths supplied by your firm ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you seen the accounts that were sent in to the Government, in this 
case ?—I saw them yesterday. 

Q. Have you gone over the accounts ?—Yes, I went over the accounts yesterday. 
I saw some little discrepancy in that. 

Q. In the first place, I will ask this general question about those accounts: are 
the prices in that account, for the articles furnished, prices that were charged to all 
other people up there ?—Yes; just the same. Mr. Henderson looked after that. He 
bought the things himself, because he had to pay 10 per cent. on the capital invested 
in the hotel. 

Q. Can you speak of your own knowledge of the articles that are purported to 
be delivered there at the hotel and charged in that account ?—Not all of them; I 
was there during the time back and forth. Mr. Flanagan, our book-keeper, was to 
charge and keep account of all those things, and I supposed ho did so; many of them 
I went with myself and delivered. 

Q. Explain what you mean by the discrepancy you spoke of ?—They are in the 
hardware account. 

Q. Take the first account, the Neebing Hotel Co., and Olliver, Davidson and Co. 
Look through that account, and tell me if you can speak, from your personal know- 
ledge, as to the items genorally ?—I have looked over it in the ledger often ; but I do 
not know whether I saw it since it has been made out or not until yesterday. . The 
only difference I see here is that my attention was called to yesterday. A charge 
twice for the two lots. 
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Q. With reference to the account, have you any reason “to doubt the correctness 
of the entries in it ?—I have not. 

Q. Have you any doubt in your mind that the goods were actually delivered ?— 
I have no doubt that the whole of the goods charged in that account were delivered 
at the dock to Henderson. I have not any doubt at all about it. 

Q. Who usually got them ?—Mr. Henderson got them. 

Q. Did he send ar order ?—He sent down word tothe mill that sach lumber was 
required, and they sent it up. 

Q. But there are other thing@charged there as well as lumber. I see 80 pounds 
of nails charged in your account ?—Our agreement was not to furnish hardware, but 
he got that amount from us to start them. 

Q. The question 1 put to you was, whether you had any reason to doubt that this 
account is correct ?—I believe that every item in that account was delivered. Only 
I sce a mistake in charging for thore lots. 

Q. To whom were the goods ordered to be delivered ?—They were delivered by 
our boat crew. , 

Q. Anything like nails, hardware, light articles; who were they to be delivered 
to ?—They would be delivered by our boat crew. 

Q Were there any written orders sent up by Mr. Henderson ?—No; a verbal 
order simply. ‘There may have been written orders. 

Q. But you do not know it as a fact ?—No. 

Q. Who attended to the filling up of the orders—was it Mr. Flanagan ?—It was 
only lumber they got from the mill, and Mr. Flanagan attended to the filling of the 
order for lumber. His orders were to measure it up, and charge every stick of 
lumber, but to charge no more. It was Flanagan who was there the whole time. 

Q. Was there an agreement between Mr. Henderson and your firm as to the 
price of this lumber ?—Only a verbal agreement. 

Q. What was the verbal agreement ?—I told Mr. Henderson what we were sell- 
ing lumber for there at the time, and it was to be given for that amount; that is 
all he asked me for, and there was no written agreement beyond this memorandum 
I have shown the Committee. 

Q. Did you charge a fair trade price?—Yes; not more. 

Q. How does it come that you made an arrangement with Mr. Henderson when 
it was to be charged to the Company ?—It is charged to the Neebing Hotel. 

Q. But you say you made a special arrangement with Mr. Henderson ?—Yes; 
because Mr. Henderson was the man who made the arrangement for the building of 
the Hotel, and he had an interest in building it cheaply. 

Q. Do you know anything about the accounts of MacNab & Marsh, of Toronto, 
for hardware ?—No; I do not know anything abuut them ; they were not got through 
me at all; the stockholders and directors in Toronto made arrangements for the 
hardware. . 

Q. What stockholders ?—Mr. Vicar, Davidson and —————-; I cannot name them 
all, but there is about ten of them. 

Q. You have heard of the error in making up the accounts; in charging twice 
for the land ?—Yes; I did not see it until yesterday, but I see it is a fact. 

Q. You heard of it ?—Yes. 

Q. When did you first know of it ?—The last week, I think, by reading of it in 
the papers. 

Q. Is that the first you ever heard of it ?—Yes. 

Q. But the first time you were conscious of it ?—Yes. 

Q. I would like you to explain how that item got into the accounts? I under- 
stand from you that Mr. Flanagan was responsible, and charged all the things that 
were sent up ?—I was speaking as to the lumber when J said that. | 

Q. What I want to get atis the responsibility of Mr. Flanagan, for making 
entries in the ledger; and I understand from you it was his duty to see that the 
entries should be made right ?—I know nothing about it, only what I got from Mr. 
Brown's statement; he was up at our office at the time the account was made out. 
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Q. Who directed Mr. Flanagan to make that entry for the lots; ordid he make 
it on his own responsibility ?—I do not know, unless it was Mr. Brown. Mr. Brown 
said he did it, and I presume he did. 

Q. Are the books kept by double entry ?—No. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Flanagan’s handwriting ?—Yes. 

Q. Is the account of Olivor Davidson & Co. in his handwriting ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Brown’s handwriting ?—Yes. 

Q. Is the general account in his, handwriting ?—It is; I simply spoke from my 
opinion when I said Mr. Brown explained that, and that he was in tho office when 
the account was made up. | 

Q. Are you the President of the Neebing Hotel Co?—-Yes. 

Q. Did Mr. Flanagan act ander your instructions in putting those two lots into 
your account ?—No. 

Q. Then Mr. Flanagan did things quite independent of you as President of the 
Company ?—I said Mr. Brown was around the office at Fort William for quite a 
time, and he was in the office at the time the account was made up; he had more to 
do with it than I had. I say the entry is in Mr. Flanagan’s handwriting in one 
place, and in another placo it is in Mr. Brown’s handwriting. 

Q. You say Mr. Brown was with Mr. Flanagan when those accounts were gone 
over.— Yes. | 

Q. Was Mr. Flanagan and Mr. Brown together when this item for two lots was 
put in ?—I was not present. | 

Q. But was Mr. Brown present ?—I could not tell you. 

Q. Who told Mr. Flanagan the price of the lots?—I could not toll you. I 
presume he must havo known it, as ho must have been in the office when the agree- 
ment was made with Mr. Henderson and myself. 

Q. Had Mr. Flanagan access to that agreemont with Mr. Henderson ?—Yes ; 
there was a copy of it in the office all the time. ‘This copy I havo by accident. I 
had it in my office at Ingersoll. | 

Q. Who was in charge of the building at the time it was being constructed ?— 
Mr. Henderson. 

Q. Who was in charge of it at the time it was transferred to the Government ?— 
Mr. Henderson. 

Q. At what timo was it transferred to the Government ?—We got notice of it 
being required in the month of February. I was not in the district at all. The 
first notice I had, was a letter from Mr. Flanagan, that he had got notice from the 
engineer that the proporty would be required by the Government; that was in 
February 1876. | 

Q. Who was the engineer that notified Mr. Flanagan ?—Mr. Hazelwood. That 
I only know by hearsay. 

Q. Have you Mr. Flanagan's letter apprising you that the hotel would 
required ?—I have it at home. 

Q. Was Mr. Henderson living in the building at this time ?—Yes. 

Q, How long did he continue to live in it?—He was living in it in June. J 
was living there when I went up in 1876. 

Q. Was Mr. Henderson living in it at the time you were informed that the G: 
ernment required it ?— Yes. 

Q. That would be in February, 1876 ?—Ho was living in it then—so I und 
stood. He was keeping a hotel and had a New Year's party ia it the beginning 
1876. 5 

Q. Are you aware that there is a discrepancy in the hardware account?—I ar 
but I cannot speak exactly as to where it is. The accounts were made out in Toron 

Q. Who, in Toronto, would know anything about it ?—MacNab and Marsh; tb 
were stockholders in the Company. 

Q. Was it the firm or John MacNab ?—I believe it was MacNab and Marsh w 
were the stockholders. 
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Q. Were the hardware accounts sent up to you made out in the name of the Hotel 
Company ?—Yes. 

Q. Wore they sent to Henderson or direct to your firm ?—They wore sent first 
to Mr. Davidson and then they were forwarded to Mr. Henderson. 

Q. And you cannot explain the discrepancy ?—No, 

Q. Do you know whether the articles charged in the hardware account went into 
the building or not ?—I fancy they did; but I know nothing particular about it. 

Q. Were you in the habit of going into the building ?—Yes; while it was being 
constructed ; but [ have not been in the building since the Government took it from 
us. I remember seeing hardware coming up in the vessel oncc—a score or so of kegs 
of nails. I know they were unloaded at the hotel and the freight was paid by Mr. 
Henderson. 

Q. Can you tell us how late you were in “the hotel before it was taken over by 
the Government ?—October, 1875, I think. 

Q. What time did you come down to Toronto in the fall of 1875 ?—On the 
first of November. . 

Q. Had it then been transferred to the Government ?—Let me understand first 
what you mean by “transferred ” ? ; 

Q. What I want to get at is this: I want to ascertain from you whether you 
can tcll the Committee the condition of the building at the time the Company ceased 
to go on with its construction ?—I cannot speak as to tho interior of the builds: 
because I only saw it from the outside since; but Henderson was living in it the fall 
before I wont away, and there were two or three rooms plastered. 

Q. Did you go through the building before you went away ?—Yes. 

Q. Can you tell us whether there was any paint in the building in kegs, or 
whether the priming was done in any of the rooms ?— There was a good deal of 
priming done and the windows were painted. The windows were in the house and 
not all in the frames. Some of the windows were in and painted and primed and 
finished in two-thirds of the house, but not more. 

Q. Had the windows been supplied at that time ?—Yes. 

Q. Where wore they ?—They wero there in the building. 

Q. Can you give mo any idea of the windows, doors, sash and material that 
were not put in place?—A large portion of them were in the building, anda 
Jarge portion were standing there ready to be fitted in when they were needed. 

Q. Do you know what becamo of those afferwards ?—I do not know. I have 
heard a good deal said about people living there, robbing the place. I saw some of 
those windows that I knew to have been windows supplied to the hotel, placed in 4 
shanty on the dock, and one of the doors. 

Q. Whose shanty was it ?—Purcell & Ryan’s shanty. 

Q. Contractors ?—Yes. 

Q. Was that a Government office or a contractor’s office ?—I do not know which. 
I rather think it is a contractor’s office, on the Government dock. 

Q. Did your firm ever get any of the articles back that were furnished in that 
account ?—No; not that I knowof. Mr. Henderson told me this morning that while 
he was building tho engineer’s house—he had asub-contract on it from me—he used 
three bundles of the shingles, and part of a keg of the nails, and some little white 
lead in it. Idid not know that until he told me this morning. 

Q. Who had the contract for the enginecr’s house ?—We had it, Oliver Davidson 
& Co., and we sub-let some of the work to Mr. Henderson. 

Q. Were you up there at the timo the engineer’s house was being built ?—Yes. 

Q. Were you aware that any of the materials which had been taken up for the 
Neebing Hotel, wore used in the engineer’s house ?—Only what Mr. Henderson told 
me this morning. I was not aware of it before this morning. 

Q. How were you informed first that the hotel building was to be discontinued, 
and the Government required it; dil you get any official notice ?—I did not hear 
of any official notice. 
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Q. When did you first become aware thst the building would be absolutely 
required ?—In February, 1876. 

Q. How was the roof of this building covered ?—A shingled roof; part of it was 
not shingled. / 

Q. How much of it was shingled ?—The whole of one wing, and part of the 
front. The part that Mr. Henderson was living in was shingled, and a driving shed. 

Q. Do you know whether there were any more shingles charged than were put 
on the building ?—No; I do not think there were, because Mr. Henderson said he 
would shingle out the other part of the building if he could get up shingles. That 
was in the fall of the year. 

Q. Can you state who the stockholders were in this Company ?—I cannot state 
them all from memory. 

Q. What was the amount of stock subscribed ?—About seven thousand dollars. 

Q. How much was paid in on that subscribed stock ?—I did not keep that 
account. Mr. Davidson collected that stock. 

Q. What position did Mr. Davidson occupy in the Company; was he secretary 
or treasurer ?—No; he was one of the stockholders. 

Q. Is he a director ?—I think not. 

Q. And you cannot say how much of the stock was paid in ?—No; I cannot. 
. Can you say that any had been paid in ?—Yes; I can say that some of them 
paid in; but I cannot tell what amount. 


© 


Q. Did you pay anything ?—I only furnished this lumber. 

Q. Did you pay any cash ?—No. 

Q. Dil Mr. Davidson pay in any cash ?—I do not think he did. 

Q. Did Mr. Brown pay in any cash ?—I do not think he did; but Mr. Mackin- 
tosh, in Toronto, paid in some. 

Q. How much ?—Fifty dollars. 

Q. Who kept the accounts of this Company ?—I could not tell you. 


Q. You were President of this Company ?—Yes, but there was not much account 
keeping about it. 

Q. Who was the Vice-President ?—Mr. Henderson. 

Q. Did he keep the accounts ?—He kept his own account, I presume. 

Q. Iseein the account you have sent in here, with regard to lumber, that there 
is an item of one hundred dollars for interest. Can you explain how that account 
came in ?—It isthe interest on the book account. 

Q. What book account ?—That book account. 

Q. For lumber ?—Yes. 

Q. And there is $500 charged for damages ?—Yes, that was used in paying up 
some little bills that were overlooked. 

Q. What little bills were they ?—I cannot name them, but there were some little 
bills that were sent in for steamboating. 

Q. What was the account ?—I cannot tell you now. 

Q. Steamboating account for the hotel ?—Yes. 

Q. For freight ?—Yes. 

Q. But you told us Mr. Henderson had to pay all the freight. What was the 
steamboating for ?—I think it was an account for removing something from the 
Landing to the river. 

Q. What was it ?—I cannot tell you now. 

Q. In looking over the accounts, did you see that Mr. Henderson paid the 
freight on the 25 kegs of nails, from the Landing to Fort William ?—Yes. 

Q. And is this charge in addition to that ?—Yes, it was an account that came in 
afterwards. ° 

Q. Was it on hardware ?—I cannot tell you. 

Q. But there was only hardware and lumber. And the hardware came from 
Toronto ?—There was some stone also which came from the Welcome Islands, by 
steamboat. I rember paying a bill to one of the tugs thero for drawing something 
over for the Fort William Hotel 


83 


41 Victoria. Appendix (No. 4.) A. 1878 


———_—s 








Do 


Q. What did it amount to ?—Fifteen dollars was the amount of the one I have 
referred to now. 

Q. Can you explain where the balance of the $500 went to?—I cannot. I kept 
no correct accounts, 

Q. Then this $500 that was paid twice for those two lots, where did that go?— 
It went to the credit of Oliver, Davidson & Co. It was received by some pariy in 
Toronto and deposited to the credit of Oliver, Davidson & Co., because they were sup- 
posed to assume all the liabilities of the hotel and pay the stockholders,—which we 
did. J afterwards paid off the stockholders. 

Q. Who kept the accounts of the tirm in Toronto ?—I have told you two or three 
times it was Mr. Flanagan. : 

Q. I mean the Neebing Hotel Company ?—It is not in existence now. 

Q. Butit was in existence when thia $500 was paid ?—Yes; any stock that was 
paid, was moatly paid to Mr. Davidson, in Toronto, and he used it for tho purpose of 
paying for this baidware. 

Q. But the hardware is charged lo the Government ?—Yes; but the Company 
want back the money that they paid for it. i 

Q. But the Company had themselves recouped for this expenditure ?—Cortaitly 
they had, and they paid it back to the people who advanced the money that paid fig 


the hardware. Joe Davidson paid for the hardware. Then the individual shure | 


holders came and got back their money from me. 

Q. Yes; but what Mr. Davidson had advanced for this hardware when the (mr 
ornment settled with the Company, he got back ?—He doos not get it: back. The 
individual members of tho Company had to be recouped for the stock that had paid 
for the hardware that went to Mr. Henderson. 

Q. But what became of the $500 ?—That wa; at the credit of Oliver, Davidson & 
Co., after they had paid back to the shareholders what they had advanced on thu 
stock. The balance went to Oliver, Davidson & Co. 

Q. Why should it have gone to them ?—Becauso I was President of the Hotel 
Company, and the cheques received from the Government were all received it 
Toronto, and were all placed to the credit of O:iver, Davidson & Co. 

Q. What wo are to understand is this: When the stockholders got back the 
amount of stock which they had paid in to the Company, tho balance was kept by 
your firm ?—-Yes. 

Q. Hence you kept the balance $500, and the interest $100, and you had the 
$500 charged for those two town lots paid twice ?—We have not got that now. 

Q. But you got it thon. In getting this $500 twice for the town lota and the 
$500 for damages, did you never discover that your firm had more money than 
belonged to them ?—No; I did not. The bank book was made up at tho ond of every 
month, and I never scrutinized it to seo that we had $500 too much. 

Q. Who does the financing for the firm ?—I do the financing. We are handling 
very large accounts, and hence a sum like that might be very easily overlooked in 
our account. 

Q. And you would not discover a discrepancy of $500 in your account. Did you 
not check over your bank account ?—Yes; but when the bank book came up and | 
just looked at it, saw so much charged for the Neebing Hotel, I took it for granted.— 
I had not the papers before me, and I took it as being all right. 

Q. Was not the amount stated in the accounts sent in to the Governmont entered 
in your books as against the Neebing Hotel Company ?—No; this hardware account 
and Mr. IHenderson’s account were not. 

Q. When you rendered that account to the Government, or before it, did that 


appear in your books to the debit of the Neebing- Hotel Company or to the Govorn- 


ment ?—Part of it appeared in our books, and part of it did not. The hardware and 
the lime, and Mr. Henderson’s accounts, did not appear in our accounts. 


Q. Did you not enter in your books the account you rendered to the Govorr- 


ment ?—Only part of it. 
Q. You repaid the Neebing Hotel Company, did you not ?—Yes. 
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y Q. And you, as representing them, rendered this account to the Government ?— 
cs. 

Q. Did you not onter that account in any book?-—No, the Neebing Hotel 
Company had came to a conclusion and there were no books opened. 

Q. Do [ understand you to say that the supplies, over the cost of the hotel. that 
you received from tho Government, you did not distribute among your co-shareholders, 
bat kept it for Oliver Davidson & Co. ?—No, I used some of the money in paying 
small items that were not brought in before rendering the account to the Government. 
I think I have no right to be questioned on that by anybody until I am callec 
to account by the stockholders. 

Q. Who recoived the cheques for the Hotel Company from the Government ?— 
Mr. J'avidson, I think, received it. . 

Q. Do you know the date at which that was received 7—No; I do not. 

Q. What was the amount of the cheque ?—Five thousand and twenty-nine dollars. 

Q. How did you distribute it?—By paying bills I have mentioned, and I had 
$500 left which does not appear bere. 

Q. What did you do with that ?—I have got some of it. 

Q. You did not distribute that among the shareholders ?—I did not even pay 
intereat, I simply gave them back their money. 

Q. But you charged interest on the account ?—T'he stockholders did not lie out 
of their moncy very long and they did not push for interest, or possibly I would have 
said “ Here, ] have two hundred dollars and [ will make up interest for you.” 

Q.8Do you mean to say that the stockholders never asked for interest on their 
money ?/—Nov; not to my knowledge ; they seemed to be glad to get back their money. 

Q. Do you know who it was that issued the cheque for this payment; was it 
Mr. Brown ?—I do not know. I suppose it was Mr. Brown. That is only a suppo- 
sition. 

Q. Were youjever asked to verify the quantity of material that is included in 
this bill of your firm—that is, to give any proot to the valuators uf its correctness ?— 
I think I was told by the valuators that it needed some little verification, and I think 
it was at their instigation that I gave the affidavit that is there. 

Q. But the affidavit does not touch that account. It never refors to the material. 
There is no certificate whatever as to the quantity of material. It has nut been 
verified by the clerk nor by yourself. Were you evor asked by the valuators to 
farnish any proof ?—I could not say. 

Q. I understood you toeay that you believed all that is contained in this account 
is correct ?—Yes; the Oliver, Davidson & Co. account. 

Q. How many doors did you furnish in this account ?—I could not tell you. We 
bought those doors and turned them over to the Neebing Hotel Company. 

Q. How many did you buy ?—I could not tell you. 

Q. How many did you turn over to the Neebing Hotel Company ?—I see forty- 
four doors in the account. 

Q. Did you deliver to Mr. Hendersor forty-four doors ?—Yes; and I paid for 
the forty-four doors. 

Q. Was any of the material that was delivered for the erection of that hotel 
used in any other building*there with your knowledge ?—Not with my knowledge; 
only what Mr. Henderson, as I have said to you before, explained to me this morning, 
some paint, nails, and three bundles of shingles. 

Q. Are you aware that any of the paint that was charged in your bill was after- 
wards used in the engineer’s house ?—Mr. Henderson told me this morning that he 
went over there and took some paint, nails and shingles for the engineer's house. 

Q. Had Mr. Henderson the contract for the painting of the engincer’s house ?— 
Mr. Hendorson had the contract for the priming the sash and glazing the windows, 
and I presume that was what he wanted the paint for. 

Q. How many kegs of nails were got for the Hotel ?—T could not say. 

Q. Who did the painting in the engincor’s house ?—I hired three or four 
different men by the day. 
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Q. Is it customary when you have a painter to do the painting that the joiner 
should do the priming for the windows ?—If the contract for painting is let it is the 
puinter’s business, but if the contract is not let it is the joiner’s business as much as 
the painter's. | 

Q. Did you not agree with the Government to do the printing ?—I agreed with 
Mr. Hazlewood to do the painting, anu I let a portion of it—the priming of the sash 
and tho glazing—to Mr. Henderson. 

Q. Have you a copy of that contract ?—I have not. 

Q. Was any of the lumber that was brought to the Neebing Hotel used by your 
instructions for the othor building ?—No, not by my instructions. 

Q. What quantity of lumber did you deliver at the Neebing Hotel ?—You have 
the bill before you; and I have sworn that that bill is correct as far as my knowledge 
goes. 

Q. You say that all the lumber that went there was sent there on Mr. 
Henderson’s verbal or written orders ?— Yes. 

Q. Have you a copy of the orders ?—No, I have not; but I think Mr. Henderson 
cortities to this account somewhers, and if it is not-here it is in some of our accounts 
at home. 

Q. Did you look at the hardware account and discover any discrepancy ?—I 
looked at it yesterday, but L never discovered it before. 

Q. How much is the discrepancy ?—I see there is some $80 of a discrepancy. 

Q. That is eighty dollars more was charged by the Company to the Government 
than was actually paid to McNab & Marsh ?—The way I account for that is there 
was one dolivery of hardware by McNab & Marsh for which a bill is not bere. 

Q. When did you get the amounts to make up this account?—I could not tell 

ou. 
y Q. But it appears you have charged tre Government $291 for hardware, and the 
accounts for hardware only amount to $210, as shown by your books ?—As I explained 
before, this account is not in our book, and the Neebing Hotel Company had nv 
books. 

Q. And never kept any account at all ?—No. 

Q. You sold a lot to Mr. Hazlewood, and the date of, the sale was the 23rd of 
August, 1875 ?—I did not say it was the 23rd of August; I said it was sometime in 
August, I presumed. 

Q. At what time did you become aware, officially, that those lands would be 
required by the Govornment ?—In February, 1876; I have already told you. 

Q. Did you not know by the newspapers, or by anything in that way what 
report said ?— Reports said almost everything. The first impression was not from 


der report, but from Mr. Murdock. 


. | am asking you when, by public report, it was understood that the terminus 
was going to be there ?—Mr. Murdock was the first one that ever mentioned to me 
that the termiuus was going to be there; that was in 1873. 

Q. I ask you when you became aware by public rumor, through the public press 
and from your colleagues, members of the same firm, that that place was selected ?— 
I read so much in the press of all conceivable things, statements, contradictions and 
resontradictions, that I did not make up my mind from the press at all. 

Q. Did Mr. Brown inform you that the town plot had been selected as the 
terminus ?—-Not bofore I got the notice in February, 1876. 

Q. And yet Mr. Brown swears he saw it in the papers in 1874-5, and it was 
rumored that the terminus was going to be there ?—I can quite understand that. 

Q. The price of that lot you sold to Mr. Hazlewood was $275 ?—Yes. | 

Q. Did Mr. Hazlewood inform you at that time that that place was included ja 
the reservation ?—No. 

Q. How much is the consideration7mentioned in the deed ?—Two hundred and 
seventy-five dollars. | 

Q: Is that the amount of cash paid ?—Yes; I did not make the deed ; the title 
was in Joe Davidson. 36 
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Q. And the:money was paid to him ?—No, it was paid to me. 

Q. Was there any restriction ?—No, I think he paid methe cash. He made two 
different payments of it. I think he paid me nearly all cash down.’ That is tho only 
lot in the town plot that I ever sold. 

Q. Can you inform the Committee how many windows wore placod in the frames 
in the hotel when you sold it?—-I cannot ray. Ù : 

Q. How mapy doors ?—I cannot say that either. 

Q. Were you a member of the Ontario Legislature ? —I was. 

Q. When did you resign ?—In 1874 I think it was. Iam not sure, I went in in 
1867 and was there eight years. 

Q. Were you induced to retire to make way for a member of the Ontario Gov- 
ernmont ?—I was not irduced ; J was never requested to make way, never received 
any promise of reward and nevor had any, directly or indirectly. 

Q. But you did make way for a member of the Local Government ?--I vavated 
my seat, and a member of the Government got olectel. I was not there during his 
election. 

Q. It was not at the time of the general election ?—No; in the first place I was 
unseated for bribery and corruption, as you call it, and then I would not run again 
or have anything to do with it. - 

And further, deponent saith not. 

ADAM OLIVER. 


Orrawa, 24th March. 
ABCHIBALD McMavag called and sworn was examined as follows :— 


Q. What is your occupation ?—Captain ot a Propeller. 

Q. What Propeller ?—The Propeller ‘ Ocean.” | 

Q. Where have you been sailing of late years ?—Last year we were sailing to 
Chicago and all over the lakes, and the year before last we traded up to Fort William, 
Duloth and Prince Arthur's Landing. We made four trips on Lake Superior the 
year bofore. , 

Q. Have you navigated to Prince Arthur’s Landing and Fort William fre- 
quently ?—I have been there about five times. 

Q. To each point ?—I have been to the Landing once or twice, and I have been 
in to the river to Fort William every time I went to the Landing. I traded to Fort 
William principally, and went up there with steel rails for the Government. 

Q. What was the draught of water of your vessel ?—We drew ten feet and 
a-half on every occasion, probanly, except one. The first trip we went up thero we 
did not draw probably so much water. 

Q. Did you enter the Kaministiquia ?—Ycs. 

Q. How high up ?—Wo went up as far as tho railway dock ; and on ono occasion 
we went up farther than that, after discharging cargo, to take in wood. 

Q. How much farther ?—Probably a quarter of a mile; I do not know exactly 
the distance. 

Q. Had you any difficulty in ontering the river or leaving ?—The water was not 
extra deep, but we had no difficulty. We never got aground going in there. 

Q. What is the length of your boat ?—About from 136 to 140 feet. I da not know 
exactly her length, but it is the full length of the Welland Canal. 

Q. Have you been at the Landing also ?— Yes. 

Q. How many times ?—I think on a conple of occasions. 

Q. What is your conclusion as to the relative advantages of the two points as a 
harbor ?—The conclusion I would come to, as the thing is at present, ono is « barbor 
and the other is not. 

Q. Which is the harbor ?—The river is the harbor. 

Q. Have you had any experience of the gales on the lake ard in the harbor in 
the Kaministiquia ?—I have nevor had any bad weather up there, but I certainly 
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would have some knowledge of how weather would affect cither place; but I have 
had no particular experience of bad weather in either place. 

Q. Had you any difficulty in coming out of tho Kaministiquia ?—No, none at 
all. There was lots of room in the river for our boat to turn. 

Q. Did she turn with her own motivo power ?—She turned with her own power. 
i let go the dock there and had room to turn out without lines or anythiug—that is 
to say by backing and working the boat. We had not room for a sweep; wo had to 
do it by working the boat. 

Q. Are you clear about the superiority of one harbour over the other ?—Yes; I 
have no hesitation in saying that the Kaministiquia is superior to the other. I would 
not look upon, or could not look upon the landing as a harbor; I look upon it asa 
dock on the lake shore. 

Q. Do you mean to say that the river is sufficient for a large trade with large 
vessols, such as are generally used on the Jakes ?—I would say that tho river is better 
adapted for large trade than Prince Arthur's Landing. unless thero was a very large 
expense gone to, to make the other adapted for a largo trade. The river bas natural 
advantages. It is a good sized harbor as it is without any making. 

Q. Ts there any harbour equal to it on Lake Superior ?—No; I do not know that 
thero is. 

Q. Were you ever in Nepigon Bay ?—No; I never was, I am merely talking of 
tho relative merits of the Kaministiquia and Prince Arthur’s Landing. I have been 
in Duluth, and I do not think it is a superior harbor to the Kaministiquia. 

Q. Could twenty or thirty good sized vessels be in the Kaministiquia at the same 
time, lying there as in a harbour, and leave room to go about ‘for other vessels that 
would arrive at the terminus ?—I know that they could, from practical experience, for 
it is as wide in a good many places as the Chicago River. It is almost as wide as the - 
widest part of the Chicago River at the railway docks, and I have been all through 
both harbors; I am sure there must be room for twenty-five vessels in the Kaminis- 
tiquia if there was dockage. You can easily tell how many vessels can lio there. | 
am sure there is at least sixty feet more than the length ot our boat at the railway 
docks, and I am safe in saying that there is sufficient water to put six vessels of 30 
feet beam alongside each other in it, or four vessels of the same beam, and leave a 
space of eighty feet for other vessels to move around in the river. 

Q. Are there facilities for dockage ?—Yes; I should say from the way wo worked 
our boat that the water is pretty deep, almost from bauk to bank—at that point it is 
at all events. 

Q. Do you mean at the surface of the river the water is two hundred feet wide? 
—Not at the surface, for the banks slope some. The length of the dock to the bank 
from where the boat lay is not much greater than a bar of railway iron, perhaps 
fifteen feet over that length; I do not think it is two lengths. 

Q. To whom does the ‘ Ocean ” belong ?--To Mr. Neelin. 

Q. Was it not Norris and Neclin at the time you went in there ?—No; shonever 
belonged to them. She is abont five years old, and was built after tho dissolution of 
partnership of Norris & Neelin. 

Q. Is she running independently, or docs she belong to the Neolin line ?—She 
belongs to the Merchant line. 

Q. Who are tho chicf proprietors of the line ?—Mr. Neclin owns several boats, 
Mr. Norris owns some, and there are some boats owned in Hamilton by Adam Hope 
& Company. 

Q. Is the Captain Norris you have referred to a member of the House of 
Commons ?— Yer. 

Q. Mr. Neelin was a member of the Local House of Ontario, was he not ?—Yes; 
I know he was clected ; but it tukes a good while to know who is the member. 

Q. Do you think the navigation of the Kaministiquia, up as far as the terminus, 
is convenient fur runuing vessels, say vesrels as Jong as can pass through the Welland 
Canal; what is the length of that Canal ?—Two hundred and seventy feet. It will 
take 2 vessel of two hundred and forty feet, about. 
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Q. Could a vessel of that longth turn at the railway dock as it is now ?—No; I 
do not think she could. I do not know for certain. 

Q. There is a pretty sharp bend at the Mission, is there not ?—Yes. 

Q. Would a vessel two hundred and fifty feet long, laden, find it convenient to 
go round that bend ?—I do not know that a boat would find any groat difficulty to 
go round that in that length. Perhaps it would be neecssary to make somo little 
improvement to allow a boat to do it. 

Q. To widen the river ?—It might probably be necessary ; 1 would not say for 
certain. 

Q. Would it not be more convenient for vessels, to be docked on the straight part 
of the river and avoid this bend altogether?—We have got to take these things into, 
consideration. I look at that a good deal like another place we go into, say Chi- 
cago. I suppose there are bends going into Chicago as sharp as this; and going in 
there we do not pay any particular attention, as long as it is possible for us to yo in. 

Q. But the Chicago River would be more convenient without those turns ?—Yes. 

Q. Would not the Kaministiquia also bo more convenient without this bend ?— 
Yes. 

Q. Would it not be better ?—Yes; I think tho river is wider and deoper opposite 
the town plot than almost anywhere else along the river up to that point. I fancy 
the river is deeper at the edges at tho upper part of the town plot than where the 
river is wider, down below. 

Q. Would it not have been moro convenient to have the terminus along the 
straight part of the river, and avoid the elbow ?—I do not say anything about other 
circumstances attending the affair. Taking all circumstances into consideration, I 
suppose it would be no better to have the terminus opposite the Mission than abovo. 
I fancy that the water at the Mission is shallow. 

Q. You have no positive information about it; you never sounded it ?—No; I 
judge from appearance. 

Q. Do you remember one of the outlets of the Kaministiquia that runs opposite 
the McKellar farm ?—I remember an outlet, but I do not remember the location of it. 

Q. Was not the river wider there; was there not a sort of natural basin there ?— 
Ido not think that it is extra wide thore—that is, deep. I fancy I do remember 
this at all events, but I cannot givo evidence positively on it. 

Q. You do not know anything of the depth of water thero ?—No. 

Q. How early in tho season have you beon there ?—I think it was in June. 

Q. How lato in the season have you been there ?—I think [ was therein Auzust. 
Q. Not later than August ?—I do not think it. 





Ottawa, 30th March. 

ARCHIBALD McMauvag, recalled and further examined. 

Q. How long have you been sailing to the Chicago River ?—Thirteen or fourteen 
years off and on. 

Q. Were you in thoro before the removal of the bar at tho entranco ?—Yes. 

Q. How were vessels brought in at that time ?—They did not go in straight, and 
they did not usually go in after night. 

Q. How were they brought in? By sails ?—They went in with tugs. Ido not 
think a stranger could have gone in there very well. 

Q. How were sailing vessels brought in?—With tugs. The bar at the mouth of 
the river was so that the channel was an S shape. 

Q. Was the curve greater than in the Kaministiquia ?—There is no great curve 
in the Kaministiquia. With range lights you can goin there at any time of the 
night. 

. Q. How does tho Kaministiquia, in its present state, compare with the Chiengo 
River as it was then ?—I should say tho Kaministiquia, in its present state, compares 
very favorably with what the Chicago River was, It has a much better entrance 
that we can get in through at any time. 
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Q. With further dredging in the mouth of the river, do you suppose that the 
facilities for approaching Prince Arthur’s Landing are any better than they would be 
at the Kaministiquia ?—If the Kaministiquia was sufficiently dredged, I should think 
thore would bo no difficulty at any timo for a vessel to go there, and, compared with 
the other place, it would be safer—in fact, it would be taking a land-locked harbour 
in preference to running en to the shore of the Bay. At present, Prince Arthur's 
Landing is affected with the south-east winds. Thero isa “fetch” of twenty to 
thirty miles with the wind from about south-east round to east north-east. There 
would be a sweep also from Thunder Cape to the Landing of about fourteen miles, 
and the opening 1s somewhere between eight or nine miles wide to Isle Royale. 

Q. Assuming that a dock and breakwater were constructed at the Landing, 
could it then be made as safe for vossels loading and unloading, say into elevators, ss 
at the terminus on the Kaministiquia?—There would be a considerable undertow at 
Prince Arthur’s Landing if there was a breakwater outside of the dock that would 
affect elevators. For instance, take Southampton, a port at which there is an island, 
and a breakwater runs up to the head of it. The sea, in coming down from the 
north-west, creates a great undertow, and makes it very difficult to load there in bad 
weather. Ina gale of wind or a heavy breeze it is almost impossible to lie there. 
Then there is another harbor on Lake Huron constructed on the same principle as 
the Southampton Harbor. It is a harbour of refuge made by a breakwater that 
runs down the lake to the southward, and closed in the same way, with an opening 
of 200 or 250 feet wide. It is a bad place to lie. Almost in all of those harbours 
where there is a heavy sea there is considerable undertow, and it makes a vessel lie 
very uncasily, so that it would be very difficult work to unload or load there. 

Q. Do you know if there is any undertow at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—No; I 
do not; but I think an undertow would be produced there the same as in those ditfer- 
ent places T have mentioned. 

Q. What wind produces the undertow at Southampton Harbor ?—Somewhere 
-about north-west. 

Q. What sweep has the wind before it reaches Southampton ?—I could not say. 

Q. Say within a hundred miles ?—I should say it would be perhaps about fifty or 
sixty miles from tho islands down to Southampton. However, [ do not state that as 
a fact, as I do not remember it well enough. 

Q. Taking a westerly direction, how wide is the lake?-—The worst winds, I 
resume, that you can have, are the nor’-west. I could scarcely tell you, without 
ooking at the chart, what the sweep of the wind is there, but I do not think it would 
be as much as 200 miles. 

Q. ITavo you been in Prince Arthur’s Landing when there was a sea from a 

‘south-cast wind ?—No; I have not. 

Q. Is there at Chicago River a bay corresponding in any measure, or in any way 
whatevor with Thunder Bay ?— No. ° 

Q. And no such protection to the ontrance of the Chicago River as jthere is to 
the entrance of the Kamanistiquia ?—I might state, for the information of the Com- 
mittee, that there is a breakwater two miles long outside the Chicago River. Yet, 
the vessels use the inside portion of the river in preference to the breakwater asa harbor. 

Q. 1s there a sheltor to correspond in any way whatever with Thunder Bay at 
Chicago ?—No. 

What sweep has the wind at Chicago ?—I suppose, probably, the nearest pointis 
18 or 20 miles. . 

Q. So that there is no natural shelter at Chicago ?—No. 

Q. Do you consider that there is any natural shelter at Prince Arthur: 
Landing ?—1t depends entirely on what distance you consider shelter. 

Q. But at Chicago they had no choice but to run into the river ?—If you merely 
wanted to muke a harbor, [ do not know but there is a choice now. 

Q. Lam not speaking of now, Iam speaking of it in its natural state, when 
Chicago was like tho town plot is now—a wilderness?—Thero was no shelter at 
Chicago then, except a duck on the shore. 
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Q. Can you make any comparison between Thunder Bay and Hamilton Bay ?— 
Nothing further than that there would be a much longer sweep of sea in Thunder 
Bay from any of those points than there would be in Hamilton Bay ; and the Great 
Western dock at Hamilton is a very unsafe place for vessels to lie in an vasterly 
wind. 

And further, deponent saith not. 

, ; ARCHD. McMAUGH. 





Rosert McMaucg, called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. What is your occupation ?—Master mariner. 

Q. Of what vessel ?—Of the Propellor “ Dominion.” 

Q. What is her size ?—Welland Canal size; I do not know the cxact longth. 

Q. About the same sizo as the ‘ Ocean ” ?—Yes. 

Q. What is your experience of Lake Superior ?—I have been up there two or 
three times. 

Q. Where; to Prince Arthur's Landing?—I have been to Prince Arthur's 
Landing twice. 

Q. Have you been at the landing or the river ?—I have been at the landing once 
and at the river twice. 

Q. Had you any difficulty entering the river ?—No; none whatever. The first 
time I went up, [ went in after night. 

Q. Was the boat loaded ?—Yes; sho was loaded down to ten foot six inches. 

Q. Was it a moonlight night or dark ?—It was neither one nor the other; it was 
not a dark night, but the river was lighted with range lights. 

Q. What is your opinion of the Kaministiquia as a haibor ?—I think it is a 
splendid harbor. 

Q. Had you any difficulty turning, coming out ?—None whatever. 

Q. Did you require any external assistance.to como out?—No; wo came out 
with our Own power, without a line even. 

Q. The former witness spoke of it comparatively with the Chicago River; are 
you familiar with the Chicago River ?—I havo been in the Chicago River for some 
five years. 

à. Do you think there is room in the Kaministiquia for a considerable number of 
vessels ?—I think so. If there was dock room along the river banks, I think there is 
room for a great number of vessols, and still leave an open channel. . 

Q How are the facilities for dockage ? Does the character of the bank afford an 
opportunity for building docks readily ?—I think so. The banks are good up at the 
railway station; I know they are. That is the only portion of the river we touched 
at outside the Fort. 

Q. Do you think it equal to a considerable trade ? How would it compare in its 
capacities for trade with the Chicago River ?—That I could not exactly say. 

Q. Are the banks capable of being turned into docks the whole distance up the 
River ?—I should say, with a little improvement, it could be. 

Q. What is your opinion of it as compared with Prince Arthur's Landing for a 
harbor aud dockage ?—I would not consider Prince Arthur’s Landing a harbor 
all, it is 4 mere dock in the bay. 

Q. Did you ever land a cargo at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—A number of years 
ago I did, before there was any dock there. 

Q. From a steamer or schooner ?—From a steamer. 

Q. In fine weather or foul ?—We had a little of both during our stay there. It 
was during the trouble at Red River. I went up there with a cargo of provisions for 
the soldiers. 

Q. In what month of the year ?—It is a good while ago, and I can hardly recol- 
lect. 

Q. Was it in the spring or autumn ?—It was in the spring. 
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Q. Was it in the month of June ?—T would not like to say exactly what month 
it was. I know we como to anchor outside, and laid at anchor five or six days. 
During our stay thero wo had all kinds of weather. 

Q. Was the anchorage good ?—Yes, very good. 

Q. To whom docs your vessel belong ?—Mr. Neelin. 

Q. The same line as the “ Ocean,” I suppose ?— Yes. 

Q. Were you employed in transporting some steel rails ?—Yes, wo carried up 
two cargoes to Fort William. 

Q. And you speak rather depreciatingly of tho harbor at Prince Arthur's Land- 
mg: would any winds from the north-west or west affect that at all ? Would it not 
be perfectly sheltered from such winds ?—I would not say perfectly sheltered. From 
a north wind it would be perfectly sheltered, and is so from the north-west too. 

Q. [sit not thoroughly protected from a south-west wind by Pie Island ?—Yes ; 
it is a mere dock, you could not call it a barbor at all. 

Q. We speak of tho shelter and capacity for commerce; is thtre any other wind 
besides a southorly or south-east wind that could raise a dangerous sea there ?—You 
could set a south wind in there; it is quite a distance from the Island to the 
Landing. 

Q. What distance ?—T could not oxactly tell you; I have not looked at the 
chart since last year, and [ was not quite prepared to answer any questions on this 

oint. 
P Q. When we speak about the harbor, we speak about piers and docks—could a 
breakwater be built there to guard the harbor from a westerly wind ?—I should judge 
there could be. 

Q. If you were commanding a vessel 250 or 300 feet in length, whether would 
you rather come up to the terminus where you took the rails to, or stop your vessel at 
the Mission below ?—If there was any difficult bend to encounter, I would rather 
tako the straight river for it. I would rather stay below. 

Q. Do you think this elbow would be inconvenient for a long vessel, say 250 or 
300 feet in length ?—The bend is very short, looking on the map atit. It might not 
be an impossibility getting round it, but it is pretty short. If £ commanded a long 
vessel, I would prefer to stay below the Mission, botween there and the Hudson Bay 
Company’s post. 

Q. Have you ever been there early in the season ?—No; not carly in the season; 
sometime about midsummer. . 

Q. Have you been there lato in the season ?—No. 

And further, deponent saith not. 


ROBERT McMAUGH, 
Master of Propellor “ Dominion.” 


James McMavau, callod and sworn, was oxamined as follows : — 

| | 

Q. What is your occupation ?—Mariner. 

Q. What boat do you command ?—The Propoller “ Sovereign.” 

Q. Have you any experience of Lake Superior ?—I have been sailing there for 
the last three years, with the execption of a short time last season when we were not 
running. During the two seasons we made twonty-six trips to Lake Superior in 1875 
and 1876. 

Q. What was your point, Prince Arthur’s Landing or Kaministiquia ?—I called 
at both points as a general thing, but mostly at the Landing. 

Q. Will you give us your experience of the two places as a desirable harbor for 
vessels ?—I do not think there is any comparison at all. We know that Prince 
Arthur's Landing is no harbor as it is, and the Kaministiquia is one of the best 
harbors on the whole chain of lakes, in my opinion. You are sheltered there from 
wind from ali quarters. They have no effect whatever on it. 
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Q. Had you any difficulty in entering the river ?—Yes; I have been. on the 
bar, that is before it was dredyed out to its present width. In 1875 [ was on the bar 
once or twice, but I got off with my own efforts. At ono time I was drawing éleven 
feet, and [ had to lighten cargo to get in. That was before tho drodging of last year 
was done. 

Q. But it was after the dredging was done by the Ontario Government ?—Yes; 
before the present contract for dredging. | | 

Q. Do you know tho depth of the entrance at present since the late dredging ?— 
TI could not speak positively ; I believe that oar boats went in thero drawing twelve 
feet of water. 

Q. Have you gone in at night ?--Yos; I have gone in and out at night. 

Q. Have you had any difficulty ?—Comparatively speaking, none. 

Q. Had you any difficulty in turning ?—No; nono whatever. 

Q. What is the length of your boat ’—Thesame length as the othor, tha full size 
cf the Welland Canal boats, about 140 feet over all. 

Q. What is your opinion of tho facilities it affords for the construction of dockage 
along the river ?—The facilities are good; that is judging from those piers that have 
already been placed there. ‘There is no difficulty in driving piles, and the bunks of 
the river are very bold, so that it will not require a great amount of dockave to give 
vessels good water. 

Q. Have you been in and out of the Chicago River ?—Yes; I have been in and 
out four or five years consecutively. 

Q. What number of vessels do you suppose tho Kaministiquia is capable of 
receiving and allowing to unload? Is it controlled by the amount of dockavo you 
ean make along the banks ?—It is controlled by the amount of dockago. You could 
get a largo ficet of vessels in there. | 

Q. Do you know the nature of the soil on the banks, whether it will be vory 
easy to widen particular points on tho river ?—I do not think there would bo any 
trouble. , 

Q. Do you know whether there would be any difficulty in making basins ?—I 
do not trink it, the land is of such a nature that it would be easy dredged. 

Q. It would only be a question of expense ?—Yes, Sir, only a question of expense 
merely. | 

Q What would bo your opinicn of the requiremonts of Prince Arthur’s Landing, 
to make it equal to the Kaministiquia ? Are you a civil engineer ?—I am civil 
enginecr enough to know that it would require a good deal of money. I doubt very 
much if the Dominion has enough to make the harbour ihere, that is, as safe as the 
Kaministiquia. 

(J. Are you a civil engineer ?—I am not, I am a practical engineer. 

Q. Who owns your vessel ?—She belongs to the North. West Transportation 
Company. 

Q. Who did she belong to at the time you wero going there?—To Mr. Neelon. 
In 1875 and 1876 there was a line of boats formed at Windsor, called the Windsor 
and Lake Superior linc. Mr. Neelon furnished one buat, and the other was furnished 
by Campbell and Graham. | 

Q. Were there only two boats ?—That is all those two years; and now the Wind- 
sor line «nd the Beatty line have amalgamated. 

Q. Have you ever sailed a long steamer 250 or 300 feet long ?—I have not. 

Q. If you commanded such a steamer, whether would you prefer to take her 
fully laden to the terminus at the town plot or Fort William, or stop at some ppint 
near the Hudson Bay Company’s post below the elbow ?—I should certainly rather 
stay below tho eibow, as we do not care to go up the stream with a cargo, especially 
when there are elbows. 

Q. Were you ever at Prince Arthur's Landing in rough weather ?—Not in very 
rough weather. 

Q. Did youever experience any difficulty or danger there ?—No. 

Q. Is the anchorage good there ?—I could not say, 1 never lay at anchor. 
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Q.° Your vessel lay at tho docks ?—Yes. 

Q. You have experienced no dangerous weather in the bay ?—No. 

(). Have you ever been in the river late in the fall ?—Yes, I was in the river 
last fall, 1 could not very well give you the date. 

Q. Had you any ice ?—Yes, we had a little ice; nothing to speak of. 

Q. Could you give us any idea of the date, within a day or two?—Not within a 
day or two without roforence to my log. . 

Q. What month was it ?—In November; carly in November. We wero there 
the third last boat. . 

Q. You have never seen the river frozen ?—It was frozen at this time, witha 
light covering of ice. 

Q. How thick ?—Two inches or an inch and a half. 

Q. Have, you been there carly in the spring ?—No, I was not. 

Q. Would another night’s hard frost have mado it pretty difficult to get out of 
it ?—No, I think not. , Wo had no difficulty in getting through it. - 

Q. But it was frozen over ?—Yes, it was frozen over. 

And further, deponent saith not. 


JAMES McMAUGH. 


é 


James B. Symes called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. What is your occupation ?—Master Mariner. 

Q. What vessel do you command ?—The “ Manitoba.’ 

Q. Have ycu any oxpcrience on Lake Superior ?—Yes; I have been master on 
Lake Superior since 1869. 

Q. Sailing regularly ?—Yes. 

Q. What has been the usual point that you have made there; was it the round 
trip by Prince Arthur’s Landing to Dulath?—Yes; 1 have been over the whole 
round by Michipicoten, Black Bay, Prince Arthur's Lunding and the regular points. 

G. Have you had any experience of tho Fort William terminus at the Kaminis 
tiquia ?—[ have been running up there since August 16th, 1873. That was the first 
steamer that ovor went up there. 

Q. Was that the ‘ Manitoba” ?—Yes. 

Q. What is her size?—186 feet long, 28 fect beam. 

Q. What is the ordinary draught of water ?—94 feot is the ordinary draught. 
I have gone up drawing 10 feet 3. 

Q. Was there a promium offered to the first boat that went up the Kaministiquia? 
—There was no premium offered, but there were two town lots given to me for going 
up there. 

P Q. Since that period, how often havo you entered Kaministiquia ?—We have 
entered it regularly. There has been twice when wo did not enter it, but asa rule 
we entered it regularly. 

Q. Did you find any difficulty in getting in and out?—I got on the bar myself 
last year, but it was my own fault. . 

Q. In four years you only got on the bar once ?—No; I got on several times. 

Q. Was it before the dredging was done ?—No; since the dredging. 

Q. What draught did they give you ?—They gave us 10 feet on the first dredge. 

*Q. What is the depth now; do you know ?—1 took the “ Ontario ”’ up there last 
fall, drawing 114 feet. 

Q. What is her length ?—She is something similar to the “ Manitoba.” She is & 
few, feet longer, 5 or 6 feet. 

Q. Have you gone in there at night ?—I took the ‘‘Ontario ” in at 12 o’clock a 
night, and I have gone in frequently with the ‘ Manitoba ” at night. 

Q. Did the Ontario go in more than once last summer ?—Yes; twice. 

Q. Had you any difficulty in turning ?—No. 
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Q. How did you turn, did you use a warp ?—Yes; with tho linc wo swung out 
from the docks. A propeller could turn herself in the still water, and a steamer 
could round with the use of her machinery by keeping her stern fast to the docks. 

Q. Give me your experience of the times in the spring and fall that you 
have been up there, taking from 1869 ?—I have kept a log ever since I ran up Lake 
Superior, and before coming down hero I took a list of the first and last trips from 
the ship's log, which is as follows : — 


Abstract of Ship's Log. 


1869. Arrived at Thunder Bay, May 18th. Bay full ofice. No ice in the river. 
“Left Thunder Bay, November 4th. No ice in bay or river.” 

“1870. Arrived in Thunder Bay, May 8th. No ice in bay or the river. Loft 
“ November 7th. No ice on bay or river.” 

“1871. Left Thunder Bay, November, 27th. Ice making vory fast in bay. River 
“frozen ; 22 below zero.” 

“1872. Arrived in Thunder Bay, May 18th. Could not get to the landing for ice; 
“landed passengers in small boats 14 miles east of Prince Arthur’s Landing. River 
“clear of ice. Took in nine cords of wood from Fort William out to the stoamer in 
“ H.B.C. Schooner. Left November 15th; no ice in bay or river.” 

1873. Arrivod at Thunder Bay, May 12th. Bay full of ice from Thundor Ca 
“to Welcome Islands, bat clear from Welcome Islands to Prince Arthur’s Landing. No 
“ico intho river. Left November 13th ; no ice in bay or river.” 

“1874. Arrived in Thunder Bay, May 16th. Ice from Thunder Cape to Welcome 
“Islands ; clear from Welcome Islands to Prince Arthur's Landing. River clear of 
“ice. Left October 13th; no ice in bay or river.” 

“1875. Arrived in Thunder Bay, May 23rd. Bay fall of ice from Thunder Cape 
“to Prince Arthur’s Landing ; solid ice east of Welcome Islands clear to the west 
“ (“Chicora ”) lying at anchor at the mouth of the Kaministiquia, landing his pas- 
“sengers in small boats at Fort William. She could not get to the landing for ioe. 
“Left October 5th; no ice in bay or river.” 

1876. Arrived in Thunder Bay, May 19th. Bay fullof ice from Welcome Islands 
“to Prince Arthur’s Landing. Went up the river and discharged load at Fort William 
“and returned to Sarnia. Left November 1st ; no ice in bay or river.” 

“1877. Arrivedin Thunder Bay, May 21st; no ice in bay orriver. Left October 
4 20th ; no ico in bay or river.” 

Q. Have you had any experience of Prince Arthur's Landing in stormy 
weather ?— Yes; I have been calling at Prince Arthur’s Landing before and ever 
since it has been a landing. 

Q. Have you had any experience of gales there ?—Yes; I have been there in all 
sorts of weather. 

Q. Give us your experience of its attractions as a harbor ?—I had to leave it 
twice and run to Welcome Islands to come to anchor; once in the fall of 1873, and 
the other in 1874, I think, I am not quite positive as to the time. 

Q. Were the docks constructed at that time ?— Yes. | 

Q. Was it not safe to have staid alongside of the dock ?—No; the boat would 
have got on top of the dock; the fenders could not keep her off. 

Q. What is the range of the wind there ?—The wind from the E.N.E. has a run 
of 20 miles on to the docks; and from the south-east, from Thunder Cape, 14 miles. 

Q. What is your opinion of the river as a harbour and the facilities which it 
affords for vessels ontering it ?—My opinion about the river as a harbor is that there 
is no better. 

Q. Is any harbor better on Lake Superior ?—Not that I know of, and I know 
every harbor on the north shore of Lake Superior, that is, after the entrance is 
once completed. 

Q. Is it equal to a considerable trade and a large number of vessels ?—Yes 
there is no difficulty about making dockage. 
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(). Or basins ?—No. 

(). {n order to have basins, would it not be necessary to dredge ?—If you wish 
to muice basins you will have to dredge, because you will havo to cut the banks down 
to make them. 

Q. What are the banks on the easterly side of the river going up ?—They are 
high banks; high banks of clay there, from Fert William up; they gradually grow 
higher by Fort William; I mean the old Hudson Bay post. 

Q. What are the banks opposite the town plot of Fort William ?—Not so high on 
tho opposite side, that is immediately above the government dock; just opposite to 
the government dock they are not so high. 

Q. But still they are pretty bold there ?—Not too high for a dock. 

Q. But that height would have to be dredged off if you want to make a vain 
there ?—Yes. 

Q. And the vanks are not as high as they are on the town plot ?— No. 

(). What height would they be above the level of the water opposite the dock? 
—Is'iould fancy 2 or 3 feet. 

(J). Not more than that ?—I should say not at the edge of the water. 

(J. What in your experience would be necessary to make Prince Artbur’s Land 
ing equal to the Kaministiquia as a harbor? Could it be made equal to it?—No; 
I do not think it could, not without shutting it in altogether, because the one is open 
and the other perfectly shut in. 

Q. One is shut in by nature and the other exposed ?—Yes. 

Q. You speak as a mariner, not as an engineor ?—I speak from taking Fort 
William in comparison with Milwaukee, Chicago, and other rivers that I have been 
in the habit of running in. 

Q. In caso it was reported by an engincer that a good harbor could be made 
at Prince Arthur's Landing, would you place confidence in the statement ?—I cer- 
tainly would place confidence in the statement if they surrounded the harhour with 
a beenkwater, Money will do anything. 

Q. ave you been up the Chicago tiver 7—Yes, [ have sailed there for a number 
of yearns. 

Q. How do the facilities in the Kaministiquia—capable of being made—compare 
with Chicago ?—In the Kaministiquia you can turn a vessel almost in every place, 
while in the Chicago River it is impossibie to turn except at given points. You have 
to take a vessel into slips before you can turn her round in the Chicago River. 

Q. Do you think that the Kaministiquia can be enlarged to the capacity of the 
Chicago river ?—I think it is equal to it now, so far as the width is concerned. 

Q. Do you think that there can be such a business done in the Kaministiquia as 
in the Chicago River ?—No, because there is no such frontage. 

Q. How much is there in the Chicago River ?—I suppose there are probably J0 or 
12 miles of water communication through Chicago. There is one branch rans up 5 or 6 
miles to Bridgeport. 

Q. But in proportion to the trade that is likely to be dono there, do you think 
the facilities would be as good fcr business in the Kaministiquia as in the Chicago 
river ?—I think so. In proportion to the length. ! 

Q. At Prince Arthur’s Landing was there a warehouse on the docks in 1874 at 
the time you speak of when you had to leave it?—I think so. I think it was built 
the second year after the docks was constructed. 

Q. What is the height of the docks above water level ?—It was raised since it 
was built ; at that time it was about 3 fcet or 34 feet. 

Q. Was that warchouse damaged at that time ?—No. 

Q. If the storm had been very great do not you suppose it would have damaged 
it some ?—No. Ido not think so from the way the warehouse is built. It is built at 
the side, at the back end of the docks. 

Q. What is the draught of water opposite the warehouse ?—We can go right up 
alongside of the warehouse with the Manitoba, but that cannot be done with a heavy 
draught beat. They can go half way to it and lighten cargo, and then move up to 
the warehouse, that is the way we generally do. 
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Q. Since the time you speak of, have you ever been compelled to leave the docks’ 

at any time ?—No, not since then. | 
ni The * Manitoba ” has less draught of water than the “ Ontario” or ‘ Quebec ’’? 

—Yes. 

Q. Is that the reason why the “Ontariv’’ and “Quebec” during last summer 
were not in the habit of going up to Fort William town plot ?—Yes. 

Q. When was it you took the “Ontario” up ?—We took her up the last trip. 
We left there in the night at twelve o’clock. 

Q. When was that ?—In 1877 she was up twice and the “Quebec” was up also. 

Q. Twice ?—I am certain that the “ Quebec” was up twice, and the American 
boats went up there last fall. The “ City of Duluth,” which is a larger vessel than 
the “ Manitoba,” was up with spars to the Government dock. 

Q. What is the capacity of. the “ City of Duluth ?”.—1,200 tous. 

Q. What is her length ?—217 feet. 

Q. Do you know how much freight she had on then ?—I could not tell anything 
about it, because I ws not there. 





30th March, 1878. 


Captain James B. Symes having been’ recalled was examined under the same oath, 
as follows :— 

Q: How early is your experience in Chicago River ?—Since 1860. 

Q. Before the bar was removed ?—Yes. 

Q. How did it compare then with the Kaministiquia as it is now ?—The only 
difference in comparison is as Capt. MoMaugb put it. We had to run down alongside 
of the reef and then turn a curve to get into the river. 

Q. Could sailing vessels go in there then ?—Not withont a tug. 

Q. Was thero a large business done there then with sailing vessels ?—Yes; but 
they were towed in. . 

Q. Assuming that there was a dock constructed as described at the Landing, 
could vessels lie alongside of if there as easily and smoothly as they would in the 
Kaministiquia ?—No. ; 

Q. You have heard the evidence given by Captain McMaugh ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you concus in his views ?—I do. 

Q. Do you think there would be an undertow at the Landing ?—I do, because 
yuu cannot construct a dock on the lake shore without creating an undertow. The 
moment the sea strikes the beach it has to disperse, and the moment it strikes the 
dock it creates the undertow. 

Q. What would be the effect of it on a vessel unloading at an elevator ?—With 
an undertow they could not keep the leg of the elevator in, even at Sarnia they can- 
not keep the leg of the elevator in, sometimes on account of the wndertow. 

Q. You had to leave the dock at Prince Arthur's Landing in 1873 ?—Yes. 

Q. What was the height of water above the dock at that time?—Four feet. I 
would not be positive as to within three or four inches, 

Q. What is it now ?—Five and a half I think. 

Q. Not higher than that ?—It may be, byt I do not think it. 

Q. Ifthe dock had been sufficiently high would there have been the same 
necessity for your leaving it to protect your vessel ?—No; if the dock had been 
sufficiently high we would not. 

Q. Your steamer is a paddle wheel steamer ?—Yes. 

Q. How high is the wheel guard above the water ?—Three feet. 

Q. Had the wharf been six or seven feet high, would it have been necessary to 
leave the dock ?—No; but we have no wharf that high. 

Q. If it was five feet and a half would your paddle boxes have been likely to 
rece ve any damage ?—No ; but we would have smashed our fenders and “ chewed ” 
up tho guard, as happened at Southampton. 
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(). But if the wharf had been five feet and a half, you would not have experienced 
the same danger of getting on the dock; do the long propellers that go up the 
Chicago River turn ut any point ?—No; they have to turn by backing into a “slip,” 
or at the north or south branch. , 

' Q. I think in 1869, in your last trip, by your log report, the river was open as well 
as the bay ?—Yes. | 

Q. How far was the river open ?—I could not tell you that, we did not run into 
the river at the time, we lay at the mouth and discharged some cargo. 

Q. How far up was it open ?—I know it was open to Fort William, because we 
had to send up boats for the mails. 

And further, deponent saith not. 

J. B. SYMES. 


OTTAWA, Ist April, 1873. 
‘  Capt. ALEXANDER McDouGaALL, called and sworn, was examined as follows — 


Q. Where do you reside ?—At Duluth, Minnisota. 

Q. What is your occupation ?—Master of a steamer navigating Lake Superior. 

Q. What steamer do you command ?—The steamer “City of Duluth.” 

Q. How long have you been in command ?—One season only, of that.boat. 

Q. Is she a new boat ?—Three years old. 

Q. Were you sailing on Lake Superior before having command of the “City 
-of Duluth ?”—Yes; for six years previous to having command of the “ Duluth.” 

Q. What is her carrying capacity ?—1,400 tons; her length is 217 feet over all. 

Q. She does not pass through the Welland Canal ?—No. 

Q. What is her breadth of beam ?—Thirty-six feet six inches. 

Q. What depth of water.does she draw with an ordinary load ?—To pass through 
the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, twelve feet six inches. We could load her to fourteen 
feet if we could get her through the canal. 

Q. Above the canal you can load her to her full capacity ?— Yes. 

Q. Do you know Thunder Bay and the North Shore?—Yes. ° 

Q. Have you been frequently there ?—Yes; I have been there nearly every year 
for the last fifteen years, with the exception of last season. 

Q. Of late years, since the dock has been constructed, have you fastened to the 
dock or did you lie at anchor ?—We fastened to the dock. 

Q. Have you ever been there in stormy weather ?—There has been quite a sea 
outside, but nothing in the bay to speak of. 

Q. Have you evor been compelled to leave the dock on account of the sea ?— 
No; I was never uncomfortable at the dock there. 

Q. What is the height of the dock above the water ?—I should judge the Govern- 
ment dock is four and : half or five feet above water. 

Q. In the event of a storm arising there so as to make it uncomfortable to lie at 
the dock, what would be the comparative merits of that harbor and the Kaminis- 
tiquia ?—I do not think it would ever be safe to enter the river when it would be 
uncomfortable to lie in at the dock, as any vessel that would try to go into the river 
would pound on the bar so as to be unmanageable in a storm. It is an impossibility 
to enter the Kaministiquia in a storm. 

Q. Are fogs frequent up in that locality ?—Very frequent. 

Q. What season of the year are they most frequent ?—Commencing about the 
first of June and lasting to the middle of August. 

Q. In such a fog, would it be easier to go into the river than to the Landing ?— 
It would not be as easy ; it would be impossible. | 

Q. In one of those fogs, could a vessel get to the dock at the Landing ?—Yos; I 
have on two occasions last seuson got to the dock in a fog without any troublo by 
going slowly and taking soundings. 98 
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Q. Could you have gone into the Kaministiquia on those occasions ?—I would 
not attempt it. I do not think it is possible for anyone to find it. I do not think the 
entrance could have been made in a fog—I feel confident that it could not. 

Q. At what date does the canal at Sault Ste. Marie usually close ?—As late as 
the 5th of December. - The last boat has gone through as late as the 5th of December, 
and the 25th of November is about the earliest closing ; but the average is about the 
‘nd of December, that is the last boats passing through the canal. 

Q. And the earliest was the 25th of November ?—Yes, but that was years ago, 
when we were not as well acquainted with the lake as we are now. 

Q. Were you at Thunder Bay last fall late enough to see the Bay close ?—No. 

Q. And you could not tell us ut what date the Kaministiquia closes ?—No; only 
from what I know of the rivers on the south shore of the lake. When we left there 
last fall there were signs of ice on the river, but none outside of the Bay. 

Q. What time of the year do the rivers close on the south shore ?—There is not 
a very great current in the mouths of those rivers, and in the fall of the year they 
freeze up quicker than the other harbors, and before the closing of the canal. 

Q. What kind of bottom is there at Prince Arthar’s Landing, and in the Bay for 
anchorage ?—It is sound. The Bay for anchorage. 

Q. Does the water deepen suddenly from the pier at Prince Arthur’s Landing ? 
—Not very suddenly; soundings go out pretty gradually, and there is good 
- anchorage. 

Q. How would it be for the purposes of extending piers and a breakwater ?— 
Very good. 

Q. There would be no unusual difficulties in the way of such works being con- 
structed there ?—None that I can see. 

Q. Are you acquainted with any harbours on Lake Superior that are protected 
by breakwaters or made harbours by such works ? —Yes. 

Q. Name any of them ?—Marquette in particular. 

Q. Is there much business done at Marquette ?—Yes; it is second to none in 
exports, except Chicago; for exporting of iron alone exceeds half a million tons a 
year; and there is besides the import trade. 

Q. Is there any river flowing in there ?—No. 

Q. So the harbour is formed entirely by a breakwater ?—Yes. 

Q. How do the heavy seas effect it ?—None at all. 

Q. Is it not exposed to very high winds from the North-west ?—Yes, the entire 
force of the wind from Lake Superior from the north-east for 120 miles, on the north- 
west for 150 miles comes full sweep into Marquette. 

Q. Has it ever had any effect on the breakwater ?—None at all. 

Q. And is the shelter sufficient under these circumstances ?—Yes. 

Q. What would be the sweep of the sea at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—It would 
not exceed at any distance, that is in all, more than twenty miles, except such chop 
of the sea as might come in through the gap, between forty aud fifty milos from the 
lake. 

Q. What direction would the wind come from that would affect the gap at 
Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—South-east. , 

Q. Is it a common thing to have gales from the south-east ?—No; they are from 
‘the north-west and south-west. 

Q. What would be the position of Prince Arthur’s Landing under the difficulties 
of north-west and south-west winds ?—North-west winds, of course, are the most fre- 
quent we have; they are the prevailing winds of the fall on all the lakes, but Prince 
Arthur’s Landing is almost ontirely protected, because the wind would be off tho 
land there. 

Q. Would it not be equally well protected from the west ?—Yes ; the west wind 
blows off the land ; as you get to south-west it is also protected by a range of Islands. 
Bay Island is more south and east from there, but the other range of Islands that 
form the gap of the harbour are a protection from a south-west wind. 
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Q. It would be pretty well protected then ?—There would be no sea there to be 
any nuisance. 

Q. Have you any knowledge of the dredging of rivers similar to the Kaminis- 
tiquia, for the purpose of keeping them open for navigation ?—Yes, I have particu- 
larly the St. Louis and the Ontonagon. I have had a good deal to do with those rivers. 

Q. What is your experience of them ?—It seems the more they do in the way of 
improvements the worse the channel is becoming all the time, and they have to make 
appropriations there every year, they are extending their piers out into the lake, 
some of them nearly every year; but still the bar appears to be forming. The St. 
Louis and the Outonagon appear to be similar rivers to the Kiministiquia, as they get 
their source from the same kind of land, and their deposits would be similar. 

Q. Are those piers at the mouths of these rivers extended out into the lake ?— 
Yes ; otherwise tho channel would be so contracted that they could not keep it open 
at all. 

Q. The bar is created by the debris that washes down into the lay ?—Yes ; by the 
current of the river and the reaction of the sea against the mouth of the river. 

Q. Have you any experience of Portage River ?—Yes. 

Q. Have they to keep it open by dredging ?—Yes, there are two dredges work- 
ing there all thetime. They are kept by a company, and get a bonus from the Gov- 
ernment, and are allowed to charge every steamer and vessel that come in therea 
tonnage tax of fifty cents a ton on all freight that is landed in the country, and fifty 
cents a head on every passenger, iu order to defray the expense of this dredging ; 
still they cannot keep a channel deeper than will allow vessels drawing eleven feet 
three inches of water to enter, and this injures the trade of the port, as they have to 
keep a small class of vessels to do the business. 

Q. Are you acquainted with the Chicago River ?—Yes. 

Q. What was the condition of that before improvements were made there ?—It 
was & very dangerous river before it was made a harbour of rofuge, but in ordinary 
weather it was all right. | 

Q. Have you ever been in the Kaministiquia with the “City of Duluth” ?— 
Yes ; last season. 

Q. Had you any difficulty in entering ?—Nothing particular. 

Q. Had you a heavy cargo ?—No; we had no freight, only forty tons, which 
amounts to nothing to us. 

Q. How high did you go up there ?—We went up to a Government dock, and 
landed our freight there. 

Q. Can you run straight, without any hesitation, after entering the river ?—We 
can go on at a good rate of speed, but it would not do to run at a high speed be- 
cause it would wash in the banks. Four miles an hour is as great a speed as would 
be allowed after tho improvements are made. ° 

Q. Does it take any longer to go up to that dock from the mouth of that river 
than to Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—Yes ; considerable. 

Q. Would it make any difference in the length of the voyage ?—It would make 
a difference of three or four hours at least, between going there and going to Prince 
Arthur's Landing. 

Q. You mean going in and coming out?—Yes; it would make a difference of 
three hours in going there from Duluth, and tour hours from East, or Prince Arthur's 

nding. 

Q. It would make then a difference of three or four hours on an average, for & 
vessel to have to call in there instead of going to Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you know the size of the new locks at tho Sault St. Marie Canal ?—No ; 
not the exact dimensions, but it will be large enough to admit fivs or six of the 
largest boats we have, when it is completed. 

Q. Do you not suppose that the ordinary vessels engaged in Lake Superior trade 
will be in a few years of much larger dimensions than they are now ?—Yes ; Marquette 
has decided that already, that the small craft cannot pay, and they are entirely giving 
way to a larger class of vessels. 
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Q. Could you turn tho “ City of Duluth” with you own machinery at the Gov- 
ernment docks in the Kaministiquia ?— With the use of a line wo can turn there. 

Q. If loaded could you ?—I doubt if we were loaded that we could turn without 
some improvements; in fact I am satisfied that we could not. 

Q. Your vessel is 217 feet long ?—Yes. 

Q. And even your vessel, if loaded, cannot turn by her own machinery ?—I 
think at the Government dock it would be difficult to turn loaded, but wo had no 
difficalty in turning light. | 

Q. Would about 250 feet long be able to turn there londed ?—No. 

Q. Do you remember, in going up tho river, seeing an cibow a little above the 
Mission ?—Yes. 

Q. With a vessel of the length of your own, or one 250 or 300 feet long, would it 
be dusirable to have that elbow, and take the docks below it instead of above it ?—Of 
courses the less up river you have the better, and the fewer curves you have the 

etter. 

Q. How many times have you beon at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—I do nov 
exactly know how many times, but this last season I have been there eight or ten trips. 

Q. In former years what was the average number of trips you made there ?—I 
have never stopped at the dock previous to last season. 

Q. Then your experience with regard to Prince Arthur’s Landing and the dock 
is confined to last season ?—Yes. 

Q. How many times have you been up the Kaministiquia ?—Twice. 

Q. On what dccasions ?—Once late last fall, and once previous to that last season. 

Q. What were you drawing at that time ?—As near as I can recollect, about ten 
feet three inches. 

Q. Do you know the depth of the river after you cross the bar, or get into it, 
above the Hudson Bay Company’s post ?—No; not until we get near the mills there, 
because we touch bottom there. 

Q. Did you take soundings there ?—Yes; we did. | 

Q. Did you take soundings higher up ?—No; not higher up. I know, going fast 
ie the first bend in the river, which is a little above the saw mill, we touched bottom 

ere. 

Q. You spoke of several rivers, the Portage and two others emptying into Lake 
Superior where tho dredging is done evory year. Can you tell me the depth of water 
up those rivers ?—In the Be Louis River the water is good vight or ten miles up. 

Q. As deep as the Kaministiquia ?—Yes; I should say twenty odd feet. And 

the Portage River is usually twenty feet deep, but some two or three places where 
they have not dredged it is not so deep. It is a very similar river to the Kaministi- 
quia, - 
Q. Assuming that the bar at the mouth of the Kaministiquia is dredged to a 
cepth of eighteen feet and a breadth of 100 feet, would you consider there is any 
difficulty then in getting into it, and how would it compare with Prince Arthur's 
Landing with a breakwater, such as you describe having been constructed there ?—I 
should think there would be no comparison at u.l as regards the despatch of 
business. 

Q. You would still prefer Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—Yes; by all means. 

Q. Where do you reside ?—In Duluth, Minnesota. 

Q. Were you telegraphed thore to come here ?—No. | 

Q. Did you come here at the instance of Mr. Marks ?—No; I did not. I was 
visiting in Toronto. 

Q. Did Mr. Mark’s ask you to come here ?—No; he did not. 

Q. How did you come here?—By a telegraph from the Clerk of this Committee. 

Q. Did you make any arrangement with Mr. Marks for his freight this year ?— 
Ne; it was not in my power to do so. 

Q. Have you had any negotiations with him this yoar for his freight ?—No. 

Q. Did you state so to Mr. Olliver?—I have not seen Mr. Olliver since last 
year, and I never saw him but once that-I remember. 
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Q. You spoke about the vessel grounding when you went into the river. Could 
they carry full cargo if the depth was increased to 18 feet ?—Even at 18 feet I would 
consider it unsafe to go in with any sea, that would be uncomfortable to lie at Prince 
Arthur’s Landing docks. 

_ Q. And you would consider it very extraordinary that boats were obliged to 
leave the docks at Prince Arthur’s Landing and take refuge in the river ?—If you 
will look into their capacity you will find that they are very small crafts that ever 
had to leave Prince Arthur’s Landing during a storm. 

Q. Were you up the Chicago River before 1862 ?—Yes. 

Q. Were you sailing a vessel then ?—No; I was on board a vessel as a boy. 

Q. Can you turn your vessel anywhere in the Chicago River ?—Not every place. 
Q. And you were obliged to seek the slips to turn ?—Yes; the slips are very 


_ numerous for that purpose, and other purposes also; they are used as dock fronts. 


Q. Could slips be as readily made at the Kaministiquia as at Chicago ?—No. 

Q. Why not ?—Because the town plot is higher. At Chicago the river was dug out 
of the level plain, but at the Kaministiquia the banks are high and is unfavorable for 
dredging. Chivago was a great marsh, and the river was almost level with the land. 


And further, deponent saith not. 
ALEX. McDOUGALL. 


Orrawa, Ist April, 1878. 
Captain Epwarp ANDERSON, called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Where do you reside ?—At Sarnia. 

Q. What is your occupation ?—Mariner. 

Q. How long have you been sailing on Lake Superior ?—Four years. 

Q. In what vessel ?—The steamer “ Quebec.” 

Q. Are you commander of that vessel ?—Yos. 

Q. How trequently have you visited Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—One hundred 


and six times. 
Q. How frequently have you made your trips ?—Every ten days we left Sarnia. 
Q. What is the size of your vessel ?—Two hundred feet over all, and thirty feet 
beam. . 


Q. What is the tonnage ?—Seven hundred and ninety-nine register. 

Q. What is the average draught of water when loaded ?—Twelve feet four inches 
when laden. That is generally what we load; but we could load deeper if nevessary. 
That is what we come down the canal with. 

Q. You could'not come down through the canal if you drew more than twelve 
feet six inches of water ?—No. 

Q. But with the capacity of your vessel you could load her down deeper ?—Yes ; 
to fourteen feet fall freight. 

Q. So that if you had the new canal you could come down loaded to fourten 
feet ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you ever had to leave Prince Arthur's Landing dock, during the four 
years you were sailing to that harbor, from stress of weather ?—Never. 

Q. Have you ever been there during a gale ?—Yes. 

Q. How did your vessel lie at the dock in a gale ?—With her head to the north- 
west. 

Q. Comfortably and safely ?— Yes. 

Q. Do you know the Kaministiquia River ?—Yes. , 

Q. Have you gone in there frequently ?—Twice only with my boat. 

Q. At what time did you go in ?—Last fall, when I was up the last trip, and I 
do not know whether it was the trip previous or two trips before that I was in. 

Q. What freight had you ?—Some miscellaneous freight for Purcell and Ryan. 

Q. What was the quantity ?—About forty or fifty tons probably—it did not 
amount to anything. 102 | 
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Q. It was after discharging your principal cargo at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?— 

Q. What depth of water were you drawing when you went in ?—When we went 
in before, we drew eleven feet and a half going in, and twelve feet coming out, bocause 
when I took the cargo out of her she dropped farther astern ; and last time we went 
in we drew eleven feet. . 

Q. Did you experience any difficulty in getting up to the dock ?—We touched 
on the bottom but we never stopped. | 

Q. What was your rate of speed when you touched bottom ?—We were running 
as slowly as we could move. 

Q. Whereabouts did you touch bottom ?—The first place I noticed it was at the 
outer lighthouse. 

Na Was that on the bar ?—No, after we got over the bar, we never touched on 
the bar, 

Q. And the next place ?—We dragged from there to abreast of Oliver’s mill. 

Q. Did you experience any difficulty in turning in the river ?—We turned with 
our own machinery opposite the dock. ; 

Q. And you had not to use a line ?—No. 

Q. What is your opinion with regard to the comparative merits of Prince : 
Arthur’s Landing and Raministiquia River as a harbor ?—In their present state I 
would prefor Prince Arthur’s Landing, but if the river had what I consider necessary 
i think it would make a noble good harbor. 

Q. What do you consider would be necessary to make it that ?—I consider it 
would neod to be thoroughly dredged at the bar, to at least 200 feet wide or 250 
feet; then piered and piled on the outside, and a fog whistle established at the outer 
lighthouse, so that we could find the entranco in foggy weather. 

Q. To what depth would the dredging be required ?—Almost sixteen feet. 

Q. With a similar expenditure at Prince Arthur’s Landing for improvements in 
the way of a breakwater, how would you compare the two then ?—Then I would 
rather go to Priice Arthar’s Landing. 

Q. Would it be necessury to widen the channel through the bar to a width of 
200 or 250 feet, and also dredge the river ?—I think it ought to be at lenst 150 feet 
wide on the bar between the piers. 

Q. You think the channel outside the mouth ought to be piered ?—Yes. 

Q. In foggy weather. would you experience more difficulty in getting into the 
river than you would getting to the dock at Prince Arthur’s Tanding ?—If there 
were piers there such as I speak of, it would make it as easy at the river as at the 
Landing, but it would require a fog bell also. 

Q. Have you ever gone to the dock at the Landing in a fog ?—Often. 

Q. Is there any fog bul! there?—No. We lost a good deal of time figuring to 

tin. 
à Q. Which place would you prefer to go into in a fog as they arc now ?—As they 
are now we couli! not go into the river at all. 

Q. Bat with the river improved, and the Landing also improved, which one 
would be safer?—If the improvements were made at the bar and piers, and a fog 
whistle at the outside, I would just as soon go into the river as to the Landing. 

Q. Are fogs frequent there ?—Yes. 

Q. How lute in the season have you been there ?—I do not recollect.. Sometime 
the latter end of Novem!-er. 

Q. Not so late as to «0e the river frozen ?—There was’some ice on the river when 
I left there last fall, but it did not amount to anything. 

Q. Were all those improvements which have been mentioned made in both 
places, would there be any difference in time in going to Prince Arthur's Landing 
and going to the Government dock in the river ?—Yes; my opinion is there woul 
be a difference of time in favor of the Landing. 

Q. How much ?—!t is about a twenty minutes run from the mouth of the river 
to the Landing. Of course we can go faster up to the Landing dock than we could 
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go up the river to the Government dock there. While we are going up the river we 
would necessarily have to go slow, but I do not think the difference in time would 
be very great. 

Q. Are the freight boats now doing business on the lakes increasing in size 
compared with those that wero doing the business a few years ago ?— Yes. 

Q. When the new lock is compléted at the Sault, do you think the class of boats 
doing business there will be larger than they are now ?—I do not think it. There 
are very large vessels in the business now; some of them 1,400 tons. 

' Q. What is their length ?—Something over two hundred feet; very large 
vessels. Some of them cannot load near as deep as they would if they had sufficient 
water in the lock to go through with a full cargo. 

Q. Do you know what the draught of water is to be in the new lock ?—I under- 
stand it is to be a sixteen feet lift. 

Q. What season of the year are fogs most prevalent ?—In spring—June or July. 

Q. Is it a land fog or does it continue ?—Sometimes it clears up in the morning, 
and sometimes it lasts all day. 

Q. At any time, when navigating Lake Superior, did you over experience very 
heavy seas outside, and when you got into Thunder Bay the water was less rough? 
— Yes. 

Q. Did you always consider yourself safe when you got into Thunder Bay, no 
matter what storm it was ?—Yes, as far as the coast was concerned, I always consid- 
ered it safe when I got into the Bay. | 

Q. Was that at the dock or ut anchor ?—I never was at anchor there. 

Q. Have you ever had a gale from the south-west there ?—Yes. 

Q. And from the south, too ?—Yes, a south wind does not effect it at all. South- 
east and uorth-east winds are the only winds that will injure it. The north-east 
wind blows from the lower end of the Bay up. 

Q. With the improvements you speak of—deepening the channel through the 
bar, and widening tho entrance to the river, at which dock would a vessel lie more 
easily, supposing a breakwater to be built also at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—They 
would lie perfectly safe at either place. 

Q. You would not be prepared to give the preference to either ?—No. 

Q. You have sailed to the Landing as often as any other captain ?—No, Captain 
Symes isa lopg way ahead ot me. 

Q. He has had more experience than you have ?—Yes, and Captain Robertson 
has also been there oftener than I have been. 

Q. You have been rather an advocate for the Landing as the best harbor, have 
you not ?—I was until I learned the river. 

Q. Did the Landing people ever make up a testimonial for you ?—Yes. 

Q. When was that ?—Last fall. 

Q. What shape did it take?—Five $20 gold pieces—a very acceptable shape. 

Q. Do you know did Captain Symes receive anything from the people of the 
town plot ?—I know nothing about it. 

Q. Have you ever been up the Chicago River?—Yes. 

183% At what particular period have you been up that river?—From 1865 up to 

Q. Were you up there before the bar at the mouth was removed ?— Yes. 

Q. Before the bur was removed how did it compare with the Kaministiquia as it 
is now ?—It was uhead of the Kaministiquia as it is now, because there was more 
water round it. 

Q. Was it not as narrow ag”the Kaministiquia ?—Yes. 

Q. What was the depth of water on the bar at the Chicago River ?—I went 
aground on it at ten and twelve feet, and the vessel pounded very heavily. 

Q. Still there wus a large business done there ?—- Yes; there was a fearful business 
done. We never thought of taking the harbor if thero was a breeze up the lake. 

Q. I suppose sailing vessels were then in all cases towed up?— Yes; and they 
sailed up too. I have sailed up often. 10 
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‘Q. There was no natural protection outside the Chicago River ?—No. 
‘Q. Nothing to correspond with Thunder Bay ?—No. 
And further, deponent saith not. 
E. ANDERSON, 





Captain Evwarp Roserrson, cailed and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Where do you reside ?—At froderich. 

Q. What is your occupation ?—Master Mariner. 

Q. Are you acquainted with the navigation of Lake Suporior ?—Yes. 

Q. How many years have you been acquainted with it ?—Four years, 

Q. Have you had charge of a vessel four years on it ?—Three years. 

Q. What vessel ?—The steamer “ Ontario.” 

Q. What is your experience of Princo Arthur’s Landing as aharbor? How 
often have you been there ?—A bout a hundred times, I think. 

Q. With your vessel ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you had any experience in heavy storms on Lake Superior ?—I have. 

Q. What kind of a harbor do you consider Prince Arthur's Landing and 
Thunder Bay to be?—I have never had. any trouble there. I have never had any 
difficulty in going in. You can approach it in any kind of weather. I have done so. 

Q. When there were storms on Lake Superior did you experience any difficulty 
in lying at the dock at the Landing ?—No; none whatever. 

Q. You never had to leave the dock in consequence ot a storm ?—No. 

Q. What is the size of your boat ?—Two hundred feet over all. 

Q. What is her tonnage ?—We pay tonnage dues on 750 tons. 

Q. Is she a propeller or a side-wheel steamer ?—A propoller. 

Q. In carrying full freight, what depth does she draw ?—We do not load to over 
twelve feet four inches on Lake Superior. 

Q. But in carrying full freight, how much does she draw ?—Fourteen feet. 

Q. Do you know the Kaministiquia ?—Yes. 

. Have you froquently taken your boat up?—I have beon up twice. 

. When ?—I was there the 15th of November last; it was my last trip. 

. Were both trips in November ?—Yes; I would not be certain about the first 
trip; Captain Symes went up with me the first trip. 

. Did you go up with freight ?—Yes. 

. What quantity of freight did you take up?—I had loaded somewhere about 
three hundred and fifty tons of freight. 

Q. What depth cf water was your vessel drawing ? —Nine feet rorward and eleven 
feet att. ‘The second time I went up I was drawing eleven fect six. 

Q. Did you experience any di.ticulty in getting up?—The second time I went 
ap, I got on the bar. Captain Symes was not with me and I was going on my own 
account at that time. 

Q. You had the range lights going to the river ?—Yes; but her stern touched 
the bank, but she foll over against it and lay there. I hove her off next morning 
myself with my men. 

Q. This was last fall ?—Yes, it was my last trip. 

Q. Had they boen dredging there all summer ?—-Part of the summer. 

Q. Had they done dredging there the year before ?—I think they had. 
Q. 
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Had they been dredging there as early as 1873 ?—That was before I was up 
re. 


Q. Had they been dredging in 1874 ?—Yes; I think so. 

Q. Did you go into the river in 1874 ?—Yes, I was with Captain Symes as mate 
when he went in 1874. 

Q. Did you experience any difficulty in going up the river after you got off the 
bar ?—No, I went right along. 

Q. At what rate of speed ? —Four or five miles an hour. Of course we were 
stirring the mud up a little from the first lighthouse up to Olivor’s mill. 
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Q. What is the ordinary speed of your boat?—Ten miles outside in clear water.. 

Q. If you had been going at the rate of ten miles an hour in the river, what 
would have been the effect ?—She would have drawn fifteen to sixteen feet of water 
then. She squats right down when she is going hard. 

Q. And you have to go slow in every narrow river ?—Yes; four or five miles 
an hour. Of course a boat will stir the bottom in any shoal water if you drivo her 
hard. 

Q. Have you ever been at the Landing late in tho fall ?—Last fall was the latest. 
I left on the 19th of November. : 

Q. There was no ice on the river or in the bay at that time ?—No. 

Q. Have you ever been up there so late in the fall that there was ice in the bay 
or river ?—Not since I went up there. 

Q. You would consider yourself perfectly safe in Thunder Bay as a harbor, or at 
the dock in case of a storm ?—I think I have been there in as rough a storm as I 
bave ever seen, and had no trouble. 

Q. And there was no danger of your vessel getting on the dock ?—No; but, of 
course, a propeller is different from a side-wheel steamer. 

Q. Did you turn your vessel in the river by her own machinery ?—Yes; we 
tarned with a line and our own machinery. 

Q.: Assuming that the river is dredged to the depth of sixteen or eighteen feet, 
and to a width of one hundred fvet, would you have any difficulty in reaching it?—- 
Onc hundred feet is pretty narrow. | 

Q. Would i+ require to be wider than that ?—Yes; if it was two hundred feet 
there would be no difficulty at all. 

Q. What is the present width ?—Not over forty-five feet. 

Q. Still you went in on one occasion ?—Yes ; the buoys are up on both sides, and 
you have to go in like a shot from a gun to get through. 

Q. Was it at night you got on?—Yes. If I had waited until daylight, I would 
have been all right. I was ina hurry and got a little out of the way. 

Q. Were the range lights up then ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you think you could go in again ?—Yes; I think so. 

Q. Was it tho fault of the boat or your own fault?—No; it was not exactly 
my fault; the channel is rather narrow. 

Q. You would rather wait until daylight to try it again ?—I would. 

Q. Which harbor would you rather lie in if the improvements spoken of were 
made at the Landing and at the Kaministiquia ?—When a boat is up the river it is 
impossible for it to be safer. 

Q. Do you not think the river has an advantage in that way ?—Yes; it has an 
advantage for dockage, but, of course, if you made improvements at the Landing, 
there is not much to choose between them. 

Q. Have you been up the Chicago River ?— Yes. 

Q. When were you first up there ?—Fifteen years azo. | 

Q. Was that before the bar at tho mouth was dredged ?—Yes. 

Q. And there was about the same depth of water on the bar there as there is 
now at the Kaministiquia ?—There was scarcely as much. There is plenty of water 
on the bar at the Kaministiquia since it has been dredged if you can keep in the 
channel. 

Q. What would you consider the relative facilities for entering to be, before the 
improvements were made in the Chicago River ?—I would sooner enter the Kamini 
tiquia than go into the Chicago River. In the latter river you had to run around 
sharp bends; I lay on the bar there twenty-four hours once. 

You wore never up the Kaministiquia before last fall ?—Yes; I was, whea! 
was Mate with Captain Symes. 

Q. You have been, as a rule, rather friendly to the Landing ?—Yes. 

Q. Did they present you with any testimonial ?—Yes. 

Q. In gold, too?—Yes; a gold watch. They promised the first boat up the 
Kaministiquia one, too, but they failed to connect. 
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Q. In the case of a boat entering the river slowly with a south-east wind blowing, . 
would she be likely to go on the bar ?—I would not try it as it, is now under a cross 
wind. 

Q. It the channel was 100 feet, with a cross wind blowing, and the boat going at 
a low rate of speed, would you consider yourself safe in going in ?—We could not go: 
at a very low rate of speed because we are 80 high out of the water that the wind 
catches us. When we are light we draw eleven feet of water aft and four feet 
forward. I think with the channel from 150 to 200 feet wide, it would be safe enough... 


And further, deponent saith not. 
E. ROBERTSON. 





Captain Joun S. Moors, called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Where do you reside ?—At Prescntt. 

Q. What is your occupation ?—Master Mariner. 

Q. Of what vessel ?—Propeller “Asia.” 

Q. You have been up Lake Superior ?—Yes; three seasons. 

Q. Have you been at Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—Yes. 

Q. How often?—I have been 39 trips to Lake Superior, and went to Prince- 
Arthur’s Landing each trip, stopping at Prince Arthur's Landing up and down. 

Q. And stopping at the Kaministiquia ?— Yes. 

Q. How often ?—I used to go to the Kaminiatiquia every time I went to Prince : 
Arthur’s Landing. 

Q. What is the size of your vessel ?—About 144 feet long; Welland Canal size. 

Q. What depth of water does she draw ?—We load her down to 114 feet. 

Q. Had you any difficulty in getting in and out of the river ?—No; but we got. 
on the bar once last summer. The dredge was lying in the centre of the channel, . 
and the scows were alongside of her. 

Q. Were you obliged to go out of her way, and got on to the bar?—We got off © 
ourselves without any other assistance, 

Q. What was your draught of water at the time ?—T think about ten feet six. 

Q. You have heard the witnesses speak as to the basis of improvements; that is 
deepening of the entrance to sixteen or eighteen feet, and widening the channel was 
100 feet at least. The construction of a bar or breakwater at Prince Arthur’s Land- 
ing, in the event of these improvements at the two points, which would be your 
preference as a harbour ?—As a harbour I would prefer the river. 

Q. Have you ever known a vessel to leave Prince Arthur’s Landing in conse- 
quence of wind or ice ?—I believe the “ Frances Smith ” left there last fall, but I was- 
not up there at the time. 

. Who commanded the “ Frances Smith ” ?—Captain Wood. 

Q. Have you been in the Chicago River ?—Yes. 

Q. Were you there before the bar was removed ?—It was in 1863; they were- 
. working at the bar then. 

Q. How does the Kaministiquia compare with the Chicago River as it was then 2 
—We struck on the bar at the mouth of that river drawing ten and a halt feet. 

Q. With the improvements made in the Kaministiquia, dredging the channel to 
sixteen or eighteen feet, and widening it to one hundred teet, how would it compare- 
then with the Chicago River ?—We can turn tho “ Asia” anywhore in the Kaministi- 
ani anywhere from the Government dock to the mouth; you cannot do that in the 

icago Creek, we have to go into a slip there and turn our boat. 

Q. Were you ever in Thunder Bay during a storm ?—Yes; with a heavy south- 
west wind. Ù 

Q. Did it effect you at all ?—No; we lay at Prince Arthur’s Landing dock. 

Q. How many times have you been at Prince Arthur’s Landing dock ?—About 
Seventy-eight times. 

Q. In these seventy-eight times had you ever occasion to leave it on aceount of 
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.stress of weather or heavy seas?—-No. [ nevor was at the dock in a gale but once 
-and that was in a south-cast wind. A south-west wind does not affect it. 

Q. Are not the prevailing winds on that lake, south-west winds ?—Yes ; sometimes 
north-westers. 


Q. I. it not very seldom you have a storm there with a south-east wind ?—Not | 


as often as with the north-west one. 
Q. To whom does the “ Asia” belong ?—The North-West Transportation Com- 
pany last year. 


Q. When you were sailing from Windsor, to whom did she belong ?—To Campbell — 


and Grahuim. 


Q. Did sho take up any of the railway iron?—Yes; we carried railroad iron | 


up from Windsor. 
Q. Did you carry contractors supplies too ?—No. 
Q. Were you ever out in Lake Superior in a storm ?—Yes. 


Q. Did you ever in leaving Lake Superior in a storm consider you were safe on | 


.gotting into Thunder Bay ?—Yes. In getting into Thunder Bay I considered myself 
safo. 


Q. And you consider it as a good harbor except in a south-east wind ?—Ina — 


south-enst and north-east wind ; you can make it a good harbor in anorth-east wind by 
going to the head of the bay. 


Q. The harbour is protected from the north, is it not ?—Yes. The north wind — 
will draw off the land there. The north-west wind draws off the land too, and the . 
west wird draws off the land, and the south-west wind draws off the land pretty — 


well, and there is no sea of any account coming to the landing from those points. 


Q. Tiow does your vessel compare, in size and tonnage, with the large propellers 


that trade to Marquette ?—They are a great deal larger than mine. 

Q. How much ?—Some 60 or 70 feet longer than mine and more beam. 

Q. If your vessel was 60 or 70 feet longer, could you have turned in tho river up 
at the Government dock ?—Yes; I think so. 

Q. What is the width of the river ?—I should judgo about 250 feet. 


Q. What is the depth of water in that 250 feet?—I think there is 14 feet of | 


“water alongside of the Government dock, and the banks are very bold opposite on 
the other side of the river, and the water is deep closo up to them. I never measured 
it at the other side. 
And further deponent saith not. 
J. 5. MOORE. 





JamMEs D. HENDERSON, called and sworn, was examined us follows :— 


Q. Where do you reside ?—Toronto. 

Q. What is your occupation ?—Builder. 

Q. Are you the builder of the Neebing Hotel at Fort William ?—Yes. 

Q. Who induced you to go to Fort William to undertake the building of that 
-hotel ?—Joseph Davidson of Toronto. | 

Q. Of Oliver, Davidson & Company ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you make any agreement with Mr. Davidson with regard to tho kind of 
building you were to erect ?—No; I made no agreement with Mr. Davidson at all. I 
made the agreoment with Mr. Oliver when I got up there. 

Q. At what time was that ?—July Ist, 1875 

Q. Did Mr. Davidson furnish yeu with the plans of the building ?—No. There 

“were no plans. | | 

Q. When you went to Fort William did you at once put yourself in commanic 

tion with Mr. Oliver€—Yes ; I had a letter from Mr. Davidson to Mr. Oliver. 

Q. Had you the plans ani specifications for the building that was to be erected! 

.—I understand by Mr. Davidson that he had the plans and specifications, but wheal 
_got up there he had none. He merely gave me an outline or sketch of how the build 
ing was to be made. 
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Q. Did he sketch it himself ?—Yes ; he sketched it on a piece of board and told 
me to improve upon it myself, and make any alterations I liked ; me being a builder, 
he said, I would have an idea how to build it. 

Q. Did he tell you what size he wanted the building to be ?—Yes; he told me- 
to make it large enough. 

Q. Did you keep thut plan that was sketched out by him, or did you mako one- 
for yourself from the board ?—Yes; I have got a sketch of the plan here. 

The Witness here produces the sketch. 

Q. Is that what he sketched out or what you sketched out ?—I sketched that 
myself. 

Q. Is that a copy?—I showed that to Mr. Oliver, and he said that was. 
satisfactory. 

Q. Was there any specification preparud ?—No; there was no specification. 

Q. Did you make that on the basis of what was sketched on the board by Mr. 
Oliver ?—Yes. 

Q. What agreement did you make with Mr. Oliver in reference to the erection 
of this building ?—-I now produce the original agreement ; it is filed as exhibit “ Y.” 

Q. Was that agreement made before you commenced work ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you ever subscribe for $2,000 on the stock book ?—Not on the stock book. . 

Q. Did you commence work immediately ?—I commenced work immediately 
after the agreement was made. 

Q. The material that you required, did you give orders for it to Oliver, Davidson. 
& Co. ?—Some 1 did; three bills I gave orders for. 

Q. And some you did not ?—No. . 

Q. Were these orders verbal or written ?—They were verbal. 

r Q. Did you ever give any written orders ?—I think the first order was a writien 
order. 
. Q. To whom did you give those orders ?—To Mr. Flanagan, Mr. Oliver’s book- 
eeper. 
°Q. Did you keep an exact account of the quantity of lumber that was delivored 
at Fort William for this hotel ?—Yes; I kept an account of all that came up. 

Q. Did you measure it ?—Yes; I measured it; all the lumber. 

Q. Why were you particular in measuring it ?—Because I had to pay 10 per 
cent. on the cost of the hotel, and 1 wanted to see there was no more in building than 
was right. I had to pay 10 per cent. on what the hotel cost me to finish it. 

Q. How much lumber was delivered there ?—65,752 feet. . 

Q. Did it include joists and flooring ?—Yes ; it included joists, flooring, studding : 
and all the lumber in the building. 

Q. Did it include the laths ?—No. 

Q. Did it includo the shingles ?—No. 

Q It was mercly the lumber account ?—Yes. | 

Q. Have you got an account of the quantity of stuff that was delivered ?. Yes; 
[think I have a correct account of all that was delivered. 

Q. Can you state to the Committee how much of this 65,000 feet of lumber was - 
used in that building ?—I think about 50,000 feot. . 

Q. Could you tell within a thousand or two thousand feet of the quantity that 
was used there ?—Yes ; forty-five to fifty thousand feet as near as I can recollect. 

Q. Was there a quantity of material removed after you left ?—Yes; there was a . 
quantity of material left and piled up in front of the hotel when I stopped working 
on the building. 

Q. Do you know what became of any of that material, that is the lumber ?—It 
was piled in front of the hotel. I believe there was some taken away. I saw about 
three hundred feet taken. 

Q. Who took it away ?—Mr. Oliver's foreman. 

Q. Do you know that it was taken away ?—Yes; it was taken away. 

Q. Where was it taken to ?—To sevoral little cottages that the Government were - 
building farther up the road. 
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Q. Is that the only amount that you knew was taken away oat of that hotel ?— 
‘The parties that were staying with me in the house said— 

Q. Who was building these cottages ?—Oliver Davidson & Co. 

Q. On their own account ?—For the Government. 

Q. By contract ?—Yes. 

'Q. Was there any of this lumber used to your knowledge for the engineer's 
‘house ?—Not of the lumber. 

Q. Did you keep an account of the number of doors that were delivered at Fort 
William for the hotel ?—Yes; I saw them carried from the docks to the hotel; as 
they were taken up I counted them. 

Q. Look at the account sent in by Oliver, Davidson & Co., and say what number 
is charged there ?— Forty-four doors. 

Q. Were there forty-four doors delivered by Oliver, Davidson & Co. to you at 

*Fort William ?—Thirty-four doors is all that were delivered. 
Q. In what condition were those doors when delivered, were they complete, 
. cramped, dressed and moulded ?—No; they were just ready to becramped. The stiles 
and panels were merely put together ; they wore not dressed and not cramped. 

Q. How many of those doors were used in the hotel ?—Ten doors. ° 

Q. Do you know what became of the balance ?—I gave them in charge of Mr. 
Hazlewood when I left there in the fall of 1876. 

~ Q. Do you know how many you handed over to Mr. Hazlewood ?—The balance 
that were left. 

Q. Were there any takon away to the engineer's house ?—There was one taken 
down to the District Engineer's house. . 

Q. By whom ?—By an order from Mr. Oliver. 

Q. How many doors would your plan of the hotel have required ?—A bout thirty. 

Q. Do you know whether any of the remaining doors were used in any place or 
not ?—I cannot say. 

Q. Do you know whether a door or any of the doors were used by Purcell, Ryan 

. & Co.?—No; there was none used- by Purcell, Ryan & Co. when I was there, 

Q. Did you see the building they had erected on the docks ?—Yes; a building 
was erected on the docks in the spring of 1876. 

Q. Did any of the doors go to that placo?—-Not when I was up there. 

Q. Were you in possession at that time ?—I was in possession until October, 1876. 

Q. Was this place erected by Purcell, Ryan & Co. previous to this ?—It was 

. erected in the spring of 1876. 

Q. And you saw it finished ?—Yes. 

Q. Were there any of the doors on it belonging to the hotel ?—No. 

Q. What were these doors worth in the state they were delivered ?—They would 
be worth up there $1.50. 

Q. Have you over worked in a factory whore such doors were made ?—Yes. 

Q. In whose factory ?—J. B. Smith’s, of Toronto. 

Q. Do you know the value of doors ?—Yes. 

Q. Look at the account of Oliver, Davidson & Co.’s and say how much was 
-charged by them for those doors ?—There are four different sizes of doors. There are 
doors 2x8 and 6x8, $2.75. Those doors in the state they were, were worth about $1.50 
each. 

Q. How many of them were there ?—Twenty-five. 

Q. Look at the others and see the price charged ?—The others are about right; 
they were finished. . 

Q. Were they delivered ?--Yes; they were delivered. 

Q. The value you have put on these doors, was it about the value at the spot 
where they were used ?—About $1.50 on the spot, in the state they were in. The 
were not planed or cramped. They were just panel doors moulded, but the mould 
ings were not in thom or the panels. 

Q. There are forty-three pair of sashes charged in Oliver, Davidson & Co.'s bill, 

~ were they delivered ?—Thirty-eight pairs t have marked as received. 
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Q. What wero they worth per pair ?—They could be bought at Prince Arthur’ 
Landing at that time for sixty cents a pair. , 

Q. Ilow much are they charged at in Oliver, Davidson & Co.’s bill ?—$1.50. 

Q Were they worth that ?—No, I should not think they were. ; 

Q. How many of those wore used in the building ?—There were about twelve 
pairs of sashes used. 

Q. Were any of these sashes used in any other building ?—No, the sashes were 
not used in any other building while I was there. 

Q. What did you do with the balance of the sashes ?—I left them in the building 
-along with the doors in charge of Mr. Hazelwood. 

Q. What time did you leave the building ?—On October Ist, 1876. 

Q: Look at the bill and seo if there is a quantity of paint charged there, and if 
you can say what became of it ?—There are sixteen tins of white lead charged. 

Q. Did you receive any of that ?—I received it at the hotel. It canie up in the 
“Manitoba” along with the whole of the hardware bill. 

Q Do you know what became of that paint ?—I had the contract for building a 
part of the District’ Engineer’s house, and Mr. Oliver gave me an order to let his 
painter have the paint there ; so the sixteen tins of paint were taken to the District 
Engineer’s house. . 

Q. Who was the contractor for the Engineer’s house ?—Oliver, Davidson & Co. 

Q. Were you the sub-contractor Tt was sub-contractor for the joiner work, 
brick laying and plastering. 

Q. You had nothing to do with the painting or glazing of it ?—No. 

Q. Was there any of this paint used at the hotel ?—Yes; there was about half a 
tin ascd. 

Q. Was there any of the oil and varnish belonging to the Neebing Hotel used 
in the Engiaeer’s house ?—There was some of the oil, turpentine, and varnish used 
in the Engineer’s house. 

Q. Who gave the order for them ?—Mr. Oliver gave an order to his painter to 
let him have it. 

Q. Were any of the shingles sent for the erection of the hotel used in the 
erection of the Engineer’s house ?—Yes ; there were a few. 

Q. How many bundles ?—About three bundles. 

Q. Any nails ?—Yes; there were some nails. 

Q. There was a quantity of glass delivered to the Hotel Company, 223 panes, 
and twenty-three boxes. as there any of that used in the hotel ?—There was & 
part of it used in the hotel ; forty-eight panes. 

Q. Was any of the glass used in the Engineer’s house?—-Yes; there were a few 
panes used in the Engincer’s house. ° 

Q. How many ?—I could not say exactly. 

Q. Did you keep un account of the quantity of glass, putty and paint that was 
‘delivered ?—No; I did not keep any account of the quantity, but I recollect pretty 
near it, I had the account, but I lost it. 

Q. You wanted to see what the building would cost you altogether ?—I got the 
total account of what the hardware cost. 

Q. What was the total cost of the hardware ?—I got astatement from Marsh and 
McNabb just before I came here, and the total amount is $280. 

Q. Do you know, was all the putty used in the hotel ?—No. ' 

Q. Do you know what became of it ?—There was part of it there when I left. 
Ne What was the quality of the lumber 'used in this hotel?—It was common 

umber. 

Q. Was it good common lumber ?—It was middling just; it was not very good. 
Ne What kind of lumber was it?—It was good enough, but it was very narrow 

umber. 

Q. Was it sound ?—About half of it was what we call sound Jamber. 

Q. What could lumbor such as that be obtained for from the South Shore or at 
‘Prince Arthur’s Landing per thousand feet ?—About $11 or $12 per thousand. 
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Q. Would that be good lumber or such as this ?—It would be first-class lumber. 
About half of the bill was what we ‘vould call common lumber, and the other half 
was what wo call culls. 

Q. How much were these culls worth per thousand ?—About 88. 

Q. What was the other worth ?—A bout $12. 

Q. Had you ever any agreement with Mr. Olivor as to what this lamber was to 
cost you ?— We talked about the price of lumber, but he would never tell me what 
it was to be. 

Q. Is it not the roughest of lumber that goes to Prince Arthur’s Landing from 
Ashland or the South Shore ?—No; it is generally first-class lamber that goes there, 
. because it would not pay to bring poor lumber from the South Shore. 

Q. Where did they generally bring their lumber from ?—I think it comes in 
there from Marquette. 

Q. Did you ever object to the quality of lumber that was going into the hotel 
when speaking to Mr. Oliver ?—Yes; I did. 

Q. What did he say ?—Ho said it was all right. 

Q. What did you understand him to mean by “all right ” ?—He srid the lumber 
was as good as the common run of lumber up there. 

Q. as the building that was erected a very substantial structure ?—No ; it was 
not; it was a very poor structure. 

Q. Did you erect it under the instructions of Mr. Oliver ?—Yes; entirely under 
his instructions. 

Q. What was the size of the post or outside studding ?—2 x 4. 

Q. What kind of foundation did this house rest on ?—On cedar posts. 

Q. Were they substantially put down ?—No; they were not substantial, because 
Mr. Oliver spoke to me in the fail of 1875. He told me nut to do anything more 
on it; he said to stop all work, and in the spring he would put a stone foundation 
under the whole of it. - 

Q. You did put a cellar under the building ?—Yes. 

Q. Under the whole of it ?—No. 

. What size was the cellar ?—Thirty feet square. | 

. How many toise of stone did you use ?—About six toise of stone. 

. Was it laid up with lime and sand ?—No; it was laid up with blue clay- 

. Was it stoned when you left ?—-No; it had partly fallen down when I left, 
. Who was it laid up the stone; was it a mason ?—No; day laborers. 

. How many rooms were plastered ?—Two rooms were plastered. 

. What was the size of these rooms ?—15 x 24. 

Q. I see there are 10 barrels of lime charged; did it require ten barrels of good 
lime to plaster these two rooms ?—Ten barrels to plaster two rooms and build a 
chimney 10 feet high. 

Q. Was the chimney stoned when you left ?—No; it was tumbling down before 
I left; but I took it down, as we feared it would fall down. 

Q. I see there is in your account $1,225 charged for labor; did it actually cost 
that ?—Labor on the building ? 

Q. That is the labor expended on the building ?—No; it did not cost that 
exactly, not for the actual time we were building. I took up four men with me from 
Toronto, and I paid them from the time wo started from Toronta. 

Q. Is that the usual practice ?—He even did not know what sort of a country 
they were going to, and they were advised to go up there by me. ° 

Q. How much was actually spent in labor—or what could you have erected 
that building for at that time ?—I could have erected it for about $600. 

Q. Could you have got men there to work for the rate you were paying ?— Yes; 
I could have got them cheaper. 

Q. So that your account would have been $600 less than that is ?—No. It 
would have been about $400 less than what it is. 

Q. Are you charging your own labor in that $600 ?—Yes. There was $150 
for hardwure, for cash that i paid out. 
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Q. Look at the account and see whothor the $1,225 is not charged thero 
for labor ; was the hardware independent of that $1,225 ?—I made out this bill 
for labor when I found out that the building was required by the Government. Mr. 
Flanagan the book-keeper told me [ would be a fool if I did not pat in a big bill. 

Q. Would you have charged that exact umount to the Nesbiny Hotel, in order 
to get at a basis of your rent ?—No. 

Q. Had you an unsettled account with Oliver, Davidson & Co. since you came 
down from Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—I got a settlement in January, 1877. 

Q. A full settlement ?—I got my bill, 1,335 dollars in January, 1877. 

Q. Did it leave any balance st all in dispute between you ?—I claimed a share of 
the profit in the hotel. Mr. Oliver said there was neither profit nor interest, that the 
affair was a dead loss. 

Q. On what ground do you claim d share of the profit ?—Because I understood 
from Mr. Davidson when I went into the affair that we would be allowed an interest. 

Q. You were a shareholder, were you not ?—Yes. 

Q. And it was as a shareholder of the Neebing Hotel that you elaim that ?—Yes. 

Q. And you did not get any ?—No; they told me there was none. 

Q. Have you since that time made application for this balance that you considered 
was due ?—Yes. 

Q. Have thoy ever offered to pay you that since ?— No; they never offered to pay 
me. 

Q. And they never offered to give you anything since that time ?—No. 

Q. None of them ?—No. 

Q. Tell us what a fair cost or valne of the hotel was betweon man and man 
in labor and materials, at the time you handed it over ?—The honest cost of it ? 

Q. Yes; the honest cost of it, as between man and man ?—I should think $3,000 
is a big price for it. 

Q Would you have been willing to have undertaken the construction of just such 
a building for $3,000, furnishing all that you left there ?—Yes. 

Q. Would you be willing to undertake it for less ?—No; not fer less. 

Q. Would that have left you a satisfactory builder’s profit ?—Yes. 

Q. Had you any reason to believe or had you heard before the building. was com- 
menced, that the land would be required by the Government for railway purposes ?— 
After I was started. I was working on the cellar about the time when Mr. Middleton, 
the engineer up there, csme along and told me it seemed to be foolish to be building 
a hotel there when the land was reserved for railway purposes. 

Q. Was he one of thd railway engineers ?--Yes; he was stationary engineer at 
the town plot. 

Q. Was he next to Mr. Hazlewood ?— Yes. 

Q. Did you report that to Mr. Oliver ?—I reported that to Mr. Oliver. 

Q. Did Mr. Oliver seem to be aware of that before ?—He did not seem to be 
aware of it bofore. 

Q. Was he surprised ; what did he say ?—He said if it was a Government reserve 
the Government would have to pay a fancy price for the building. 

Q. Did he tell you to go on with it ?—Yes ; he told me to go on with it. 

y Q. Is this your report to the Company in October, 1876 ?—(shown to witness) 
e8. 

Q. Is it 3 correct report made by you ?—I do not recollect. 

Q. When you made it up did you consider it a fair account of the transaction : 
between man and man ?—Yes ; this is a correct statement. Mr. Davidson wrote me, 
and asked me to make out a statement like that and 1 made it out. 

Q. Were you asked to cook an account or anything of that kind, or was it a 
correct statement at the time you made it out ?—It is not exactly correct, because at 
that time 1 wanted to make it appear better to Mr. Davidson than what it was. 

Q. Mr. Davidson was one of the stockholders ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you know any other stockholdors ?—1 have never known any other 
except Mr. Oliver;‘Mr, Davidson, and Mr. Vicars. 
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Q. Were Marsh and McMabb members ot the Company ?—I was not aware 
of it. 

Q. Was Mr. Leys à member of it ?—I do nat know. 

Q. Was Mr. Brown a member of it ?—I do not know. 

Q. Was that report prepared for Oliver, Davidson & Co., or for the Hotel Com- 
pany ?—It was prepared for the Hotel Company, | think, 

Q. Had Mr. Oliver any conversation with you about it ?—No; Mr. Davidson 
wrote to me for a statement of all the improvements of the building, and how I was 
getting on with it. 

Q. Had you any conversation with him apart from the letter ?—No. 

Q. Or with Mr. Flanagan ?—No; on account of that Mr. Flanagan told me not 
to be particular in measuring the lumber, as he was not particular about it. 

Q. Where is Mr. Flanagan ?—I do not know, I suppose he is at Fort William. 

Q. Is it such a report as you would have made to the Hotel Company ?—I did 
not think I was making it to the Hotel Company. I merely made it to Mr. Davidson. 
Q. What do you mean in that memorandum in ‘the last paragraph :—“ Oliver, 

“ Davidson and Company for rendering their account, I have looked it over, and fiad 
‘ it satisfactory up to date.” What do you mean by that ?—Mr. Flanaghan asked me 
to go down to Oliver, Davidson & Co's., to look over the account. I looked it over at 
that time and found it correct. The account produced here is not the account I 
looked over, it was merely lumber bills. 

Q. Can you tell us what the quantity was, or was it the account you have your- 
solf described ?—It was a bill of August the second. 

Q. Was it a certain amount at that time ?—Yes. 

: Q. Do you recollect what the amount was ?—It was the first bill of lumber that 
owed. 

Q. A bill of lumber only ?—Yes. 

Q. Did it amount to more than 50,000 feet ?—No; it was about 5,000 feet. 

Q. It was before all the supplies were sent in then ?—It was before any of the 
supplies wore sent in, I think. 

Q. Your account against the Neebing Hotel Co. was made out in your own hani- 
writing ?—Yes, 

Q. The freight on hardware, did you pay that ?—Yes. 

Q. Is there anything in this labor bill that is incorrect ?—Therc is nothing except 
charging the time of the men from the time they left Toronto. 

Q. You were paid the whole amount of that bill ?—Yes. 

.  Q,. Would you have expected that bill to form part of the cost on which you 
would have had to pay 10 per cent. ?—No. 

Q. You said Marsh & McNabb’s account was $280. It is charged here 291.15 ?— 
The total account was $280, but there was « balance due them of $16. 

Q. Then it would make this account correct—$291 against thojCompany ?—Yes. 

Re Do you know whether thero were three different invoices sent up ? - I could 
not tell. 

Q. You have seen the account; there is one charge here, September 16th, 1875, 
of $139.90, then there is another account of $35.45; these two accounts do not make 
up the 290 odd dollars. What I asked you was, were you aware that there was 
another account rendered to complete the balance charged: by them ?—I know 
nothing about those accounts. This was a statement I got from Marsh & McNabb as! 
came down now. 

Q. Have you any reason to doubt the correctness of it?—I do not know. ‘The 
hardware was delivered to me, but [ never saw the bills. 

Q. Have you any reason to doubt the correctness of their accour t ?—No. 

Q. Do you know whether they are correct?—I cannot say whether they are 
correct or not. 

Q. Did you look over the aczounts in their office to see what they were comp xel 
of ?—Not all the hardware accounts. 

Q. Was there any freight paid by any other person on any material ?—No. 
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Q. Were you aware that there were $500 damages got by the Neebing Hotel 
Company from tho Government ?—No. 

b. You never got any share of it then ?—No. 

Q. How much stock were you supposed to hold in this Company ?—$2,000. 

Q. Out of how much ?—$10,000. 

Q. How much was subscribed ?—I never was aware thero was any subscribod. 

Q: Who first informed you of this Company ?—Joseph Davidson. 

Q. Did Joseph Davidson ever offer you any lots there or advise you to take up 
any lots?—-Yes; he advised mo to take up some lots at the town plot; that he did 
not require any money for them, but merely that | should keep them in my own 
name, and finally I would make $150 or $200 out of them, as the Government would 
bay them. 

J Q. What time did he tell you this?—In the spring of 1875. 

Q. You said, in answor to Mr. Scott, that you got paid this amount of 1,300 odd 
dollars ; was that paid to yon before the Government paid the firm ?—No; it was not 
paid to me until the fall of 1876. 

Q. From the time that you got notice from the Engineer that the lots would be 
required by the Government, did yon feel that you were really going on with that 
hotel for the Neebing Hotel Company, or simply jor the purpose of making up a bill 
against the Government ?—As soon as I commenced to build I was bothered with 
people coming along telling me that the building would never be a hotel, and J lust 
all interest in the affair after that. Soveral parties told me that tho ground was 
reserved for railway purposes at that time. 

Q. Was this before you had made much progress with the building ?— Yes ; first 
when I had started excavating tho cellar. 

Q. Did it seem to you that the policy of Oliver, Davidson & Co., was just making 
up a large bill against tho Government ?—I do not know. 

Q. ow much is the amount of that account that you claim ?—$200. 

Q. Is there anything else that you claim from them, except the $200 that 
they should pay ?—I claim damages for the way they led me into that affair. 

Q. And they did not givo you any sharo of the damages ?—No. I consider 1 
was worse damaged than they. I took my family up there and was staying there 
doing nothing for sixteen months, and frightened that if I left the place I would 
loose all I had in it. 

Q. Did you complain to Oliver, Davidson & Co. ?—Yes. 

Q. What answor did they give you ?—They told me I was all right; I would get 
my claim, but just to have patience for a while. 

Q. Did they tell you how you were to get paid ?—Yes; they said the Govern- 
ment were bound to take the building, and I would get a good price for it. 

Q. And their book-keeper told you not to be particular in measuring the lumber, 
as he was not particular, as they were going to get paid for the hotel ?—Yes. 

The farther examination of this Witness is adjourned until to-morrow. 


Orrawa, 5th April, 1878. 
Jas. D. HENDERSON reapeared and further examined as follows :— 


Q. Have you examined the lumber account as sent in by Oliver, Davidson & Co. 
for lumber supplies to the Neebing Hotel ?—Yes. 

Did you find it to be the same as this ?—No, not exactly, Oliver, Davidson & Co’s 
bill for “ bill stuff” that is, studdings, joists, rafters and sills, is 52,541 feet, my 
measurement is 75,543 foet ; common boards, Oliver, Davidson & Co.’s measurement, 
is 19,760 ; my measurement is 19,000 feet ; 14 inch flooring, Olivor, Davidson & Co.’s 
measurement 12,012 feet ; my measuroment 11,000 fect; shingles, Oliver.. Davidson 
& Co.'s account 46,000 ; my own 45,000; laths, Oliver, Davidson & Co.’s 920 bundles: 
my own is the same ; 1} plank, Oliver, Davidson & Co.’s measurement 600 feet ; my 
own is 700 feet ; battens, Oliver, Davidson & Co.’s account 300 feet , my own is the 
same, he has charged 154 days for man and team ; I have only got 104 days. 


115 
4—8h 





41 Victoria Appendix (No. 4) A. 1878 


Q. You still adhere to your former statement that your account is correct ?—Yes. 

Q. Were you vice-president of the Neebing Hotel Company ?—I never was aware 
of being vice-president of the Company until Mr. Brown came along with some 
document that he received from the Dominion Government and asked me to sign it 
as vice-president ; that was the first intimation I had of it. 

Q. Did you ever attend any meetings of the Company ?—In July 1870 Mr 
Oliver, came up to the Hotel and told me to coms down to his office, that there was 
to be a meeting of the company there that night. I went down but there was 
nobody there but Mr Oliver and Mr. Flanagan his book-keeper. 

Q. Was Mr. Brown there then ?—He was not there then but Mr Oliver asked 
Mr. Flanagan where Mr. Brown was, and I heard him tell Mr. Oliver that Mr. Brown 
was out with Mr. Buckingham. 

Q. Who is Mr. Buckingham ?—He was Mr. Mackenzie's secretary, he was up in 
the country at the time. 

Q. Was that the only meeting that you attended ?—Yes. 

Q. But it turned out to be no meeting ?—It turned out to be no meeting, 

Q. What had Mr. Buckingham to do with it ?—I don’t know. 

Q. Where did you see Mr. Buckingham ?—At Fort William, at Oliver, Davidson 
& Co.’s office. 

Q. I did not understand you to say that Mr. Buckingham was there ?—No; Mr. 
Brown was out with him at the time. 

Q. Was he interested in any way in the meeting ?—I cannot say. 

Q. Had you any conversation with Mr. Oliver since you came down here to give 
evidence in this case ?— Yes. 

Q. Was it in reference to these accounts ?—No. 

Q. Had he any conversation with you in reference to the evidenee you were to 
give here ?—No. 

Q. Had he any conversation with you at all ?—Yes he had. 

Q. In reference to what ?—He came to me and told me he thought I was entitled 
to some remuneration. I had asked him before for the balance that was due me on 
my account, and neither Mr. Oliver nor Mr. Davidson would give in that there was 
‘any balance due to me; then he came to me last Monday and told me he thought 
thero was a balance due me, and he said a hundred dollars was neither here nor there 
to him at cny rate, and he handed me a hundred dollars. 

Q. Did he say there was any more due to you ?—No. 

Q. Did he agree to give you any more ?—He asked me if I would be satisfied 
with a hundred dollars, | 

Q. What did you say ?—I stated I would take a hundred dollars and be thankful 
for getting it. © 
Q. Did anything further occur?—He said when he would hear my evidence he 

would settle matters with me in Toronto. I said you had better make a settle- 
paar for it now, and I asked him to give it to me then; and he gave me a cheque 
or $100. 

Q. Did he pay you by cheque ?—No, he gave me the cash. 

Q. Did he fold out any prospect to you of paying the other hundred dollars 
that you claimed ?— He did not say anything about any more. He asked me if | 
would be satisfied with a hundred dollars, I told him I would accept a hundred, but I 
gave him no receipt. 

Q. Did I nnderstand you to say that Mr. Oliver said when he heard your 
evidence that he would settle with you ?—No, Mr. Davidson told me a day or se 
ago that he would hear my evidence first. 

Q. Before he would agree to give you anything ?—Mr. Davidson did not agree 
to give me anything. eu I met Mr. Oliver in Ottawa the first day he said be 
did not see why he and I should be unfriendly. I told I was not a bit unfriendly, 
and if there was any unfriendliness it was with himself. He said he wanted to hear 
my evidence first. 

116 





SS 


41 Victoria. Appendix (No. 4.) A. 1878 


wee ee eee ee ee 
— 


Q. What did he first refer to before giving his ovidence or before he said he 
would settle with you?—I don’t know I am sure. 

Q. What did you understand by what he said ?—I don’t know what he meant 
by it. 
” Q. What did you umderstand ?—I could not say, I did not expect the hundred 
dollars, I never expected it, as they told me distinctly before that, that they never 
intended togive me any more; so 1 never expected to get it when I came to Ottawa. 

Q. Did you understand it in any way as being given to influence your evidence? 
—No. 

Q. Has it influenced your evidence ?—Not in tho least. 

. Did you write a lotter to any of the Toronto papers last summer in reference 
to this Hotel ?—Yeu. 

Q. Have you a copy of this letter ?—Yes. 

Copy of letter produced.) 

ss When you returned from Prince Arthur’s Landing you called on Mr. Davidson 
for a settlement ?—Yes. 

Q. And Mr. Davidson was of opinion that the concern did not owe you anything ? 
—Yes. He told me he had rcceived a letter from Mr. Oliver from Ingersoll, and Mr. 
Oliver told him to deduct 16 doilars from my account, and he would not pay me 
that. He said I owed the amount for hardware to Marsh and McNabb, although I 
never knew the firm. 

Q. So there was a difference between you ?—Yes. 

Q. And led to an unfriendly feeling ?—I was pretty angry with him at the time. 

Q. You rushed to the Mail and exposed him as an evidence cf your good feel- 
ing ?—I wrote this letter to the Mail. 

Q. I understood you to say you got 1,300 odd dollars out of the Hotel ?—Yes. 

Q. They paid you that ?—Yes. 

Q. I understood you to state in your ovidence that you thought that amount was 
rather an extravagant calculation ?—I did. 

Q. ‘Thon on what principle did you think they owed you ?—I was not awaro of 
the bill that Oliver, Davidson & Co. had put into the Government until I saw it 
afterwards in tho papers. 

Q. Yes, but it was your bill that was put in?—Yes, and Oliver, Davidson & 
Co.'s. When I saw the whole amount that was got from the Government, I thought 
I was ontitled to a share of it as well as Oliver, Davidson & Co. 

Q. In making this calculation of lumber did you base it on this report made 
to the Neebing Hotel Co. on the 26th Octobor 1875 ?—No. 

Q. Was anything got from Oliver, Davidson & Co. after the 26th October after 
this report was sent in ?—I could not say, I am sure, I dun’t recollect. 

Q. I understood you to say that this was merely an account up to date of this 
report. What time did you leave the building ?—Sometime the first of October 1876. 

Q. That would be a year after this paper was prepared ?—Yes. 

Q. In that 12 months was there nothing further got from Oliver, Davidson & 
Co. than what appears in that account? Were you a whole year there without getting 
anything further from them ?—There was nothing further come up after I was told 
i stop work by Oliver, Davidson & Co., and that was in October a year before I left 

e building. 

Q. As à stock holder in the company did you consider you were entitled to any 
share of the profits connected with the Hotel ?—Yes, I thought had a right to same 
share as the rest. 

Q. Did you put in anything more than the labour account that you pat in for 
your stock ?—1 subscribed all the cash that was put into the concern. 

Q. Outside of that account did you put in any cash ?—No. 

Q. Did you get any part of the 500 dollars damages which Olivor, Davidson 
& Co. collected from the Government ?—No, not until I got it here. 

Q. Nor any part of the hundred dollars interest that was collected from the 
No 
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Q. And what you got from them in addition to your labor was the hundred 
dollars which you got here the other day ?—Yes, all. 

Q. Do you think you would ever have got that hundred dollars if you had not 
come down here and given evidonce ?—I never expected it. 

Q. Did they give you explanation why they paid you the hundred dollars ?—No. 
Ho simply said that a hundred dollars was neither here was there to them, and he 
handed it over to me. 

Q. Did he say any thing whatover about the remaining hundred dollars ?—No. 

Q. Was is not to be paid in Toronto ?—Before he gave me tho hundred dollars 
ho said he would settle with me in Toronto. TI claimed 200 dollars but he said he 
would scttle with me in Toronto, but after that he gave me the hundred dollars, here. 

Q. Did he make any remark to you about your evidence before the committee ? 
—No, he did not. . 

Q. Is Mr. Davidson the only member of the firm who spoke to you about your 
evidence ?—He is the only member. 

Q. Did you speak to Mr. Oliver about the evidence he gave when he said you 
did some of the priming in the Engincers houses 7—No. 

Q. You heard his evidence ?—Yes. 

Q. Is it true that you did same of the priming in the Engineer's house ?-—It is 
not. I never did any of it, it was not in my contract. 

Q. You did not refer to his evidence at all ?—No. 

And further deponent saith not. 


JAMES DUFF HENDERSON. 


JosEPH Davipson, called and sworn, was examined as follows : 


Q. Where do you reside ?—At Toronto. 

Q. Are you a member of the firm of Oliver, Davidson & Co. ?—Yes. 

Q. Whon Mr. Henderson returned from Prince Arthur’s Landing after leaving 
the Hotel, did ho call on you for a settlement ?—Yes, he callod at my place. 

Q. And what occurred ?—He said thore was 300 dollars coming to him. I wrote 
to Mr. Oliver about it. He sent mea cheque for 300 dollars payable to Mr. Hender- 
son here in full of his account, and stated at the samo time that there was a $16 order 
at Marsh & McNabb, that I was to keep out of it. Mr. Henderson was then going 
to erect a building on Church or Wood Street and wanted to get a large amount of 
lumber from me. The bill was in the office at the time, and I told him I could not 
trust him unless he gave me a mortgage on the property. He said he would take the 
papers down to Mr. Ley’s office and give me a mortgage on it, but he never did 6. 

paid him $200 in cash and $84 in lumber and kept tho balance $16 which I after- 
wards paid in to Marsh & McNabb. That made up the cheque of $300. 

Q. Was he satisfied with that ?—Yes, perfectly satisfied. 

Q. Did he subsequently call on you for a farther amount ?—Yes. His brother 
was dealing in Toronto and failed, and I was a heavy looser by him. Mr. Henderson 
told me he was going into partnership with his brother when he came back, and I 
would not trust him. | 

Q. Did he make a further demand upon you ?—He sent his wife up to my office 
just before this letter, which he has produced appeared in the “ Mail ” to ask for this 
$16, and said unless he was paid he should publish this letter in tho “ Mail” and 
expose everything. I told him I had nothing to keep back; hence this letter and my 
reply. | 

P Q. And this letter was in consequence of your refusal to pay this $16 to him 
that you paid to Marsh & McNab ?— Yes. | 

Q. What terms have you been on since that time ?—We have not spoken until 
I met him here on the street. There was nothing that passed between us on the 
strect, but what Mr. Oliver was present at. 
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Q. Have you read Mr. Clarke’s evidence before this committee ?—I have seen it 
in the Papers: and I read it over here. 

Q. You bought some property from him in 1874?—Mr. Leys and I bought 
some property jointly from him : that is, from John Clarke. 

Q. Mr. Clarke says he sold four lots to you and Mr. Leys in November 1874?— 

He was questioned as follows : 

Q. “Did Mr. Davidson give any reason for purchasing there, after the sale?— 
“Yes, ho said he knew the terminus was to be there. It was not generally shown 
“whether it was to be thero or at Prince Arthur’s Landing. 

Q. “ But he said the terminus was going t be thore ?—Yes. 

Q. ‘ Did he tell you how he knew it was going to be there ?—Yes. 

Q. “ What did he say ?—He said he got his information from Mr. Mackenzie. 

Q. “ Information that the terminus was to be there ?— Yes. 

. “ Did he say at what place Mr. Mackenzie told him ?—I remarked, I thought 
“it was not likely Mr. Mackenzie would write to him about the terminus; and he 
“said Mr. Mackenzie was in Toronto and had told him that. To satisfy myself— 
“because | rather doubted it—I made inquiries and found Mr. Mackenzie was in 
“Toronto at the time. 

Q. “ That was at what time ?—The latter part of November, 1874. 

Q. “ Did Mr. Davidson show you any map that he had of the railway reserve 
‘there ?—He did. He came in and showed me a map. It was colored the same as 
“the plan exhibit “ A.” 

Q. “ Did he say where he got this map ?—He said he got it from Ottawa.” 

Q. This is the evidence given by Mr. Clarke before this committee, I want to 
know whether you ever had any conversation with Mr. Clarke in 1874, at the time 
you purchased this land or at any time after with reference to ary information you 
might have got as to the location of the terminus on tho Pacific Railway ?—No. Mr. 
Clarke is a stock-broker, and he and I bave had several transactions which I am sorry 
to say, I have been the looser in by “3 A” mining stock. He was bothering me to 
take those lots from him. He was a man who would scarcely be trusted in Toronto 
for a pound a candles, and he was pressing me for months before to take those lots 
from him. He said they would be very valuable, as the newspapers were continu- 
ally talking about the surveys, and one thing and another; and it was generally 
supposed that the Railway terminus would be somewhere in that neighbourhood. 

_ Q. He told you that ?—Yes. So I consulted with Mr. Leys, as we operated on 
joint accounts in those speculations ; snd finally decided to take them. 

Q. What time was this ?—It was in or about middle November 1874. Idid not look 
up the deeds, but I suppose it would be in November. ‘The purchase would be made 
prior to that, because there is always a little time in putting through the titles, at all 
events it was in the fall of that year. JI think the bargain would be made about the 
10th and the title passed about the 19th or 20th November. 

Q. Had you at that time,—or any period before it—had any conversation with 
Mr. Mackenzie or any other member of the Government on the subject of the Pacific 
Railway ?—I now swear positively that I never had any information from Mr. 
Mackenzie, or any member of Mr. Mackenzie's Government ; or any surveyor or 
Rey of the employees under his Government respecting the terminus of the Pacific 

ilway. 

Q. You swear that positively ?—I swear it positively. 

Q. Had you any information convoyed to you from 8 plan or map or from any 
of the departments, at Ottawa, or any subordinate office of the Pacitic Railway ?— 
swear positively I had not the least information from any one in the civil service or 
any clerk at Ottawa ; or from Mr. Mackenzie. 

_ À. Had you at anytime any personal correspondence or personal communication 
Me Mr. Mackenzie or any member of the Goverment on the suject of the terminus ? 
—No. 

Q. Your swear positively ?—I awear positively. 

Q. Do you remember seing Mr. Mackenzie in the fall of that year at Toronto 
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In 1874 I did not see Mr. Mackenzie at «ll. The only time I recollect seeing Mr. 
Mackenzie was at the Queen’s Hotel, when Mr. Turner’s election was coming on. 
Thore was a deputation of Mr. Turnor’s friends waited on Mr. Mackenzie in the 
dIotel. 

Q. Who were with you at the time?—There were Mr. Howland, Mr. Leys I 
think, and 15, or 20 other Toronto people. E think that was in the fall of 1875 
Because I know I was taken down with typhoid fever and could not take part in 
the elections. 

Q. Was that the only occasion—when this deputation waited on Mr. Mackenzie— 
that you saw and conversed with him ?—That is the only time I conversed with Mr. 
Mackenzie except just prior to the general election, when the late Government went 
out. 

Q. Are you prepared to swear that the statementa made by Mr. Clarke are 
wholly untrue ?--I do positively, without any hesitation whatever. 

Q. Do you swear that there is any foundation whatever on which such evidence 
could be based ?—I swear there is not the slightest. 

Q. Did you lead Mr. Clarke to believe either by your mode of doing business 
with him directly or indirectly that you had information from Mr, Mackenzie or from 
any member of the Government ?— Never. He only intimation | had of it was this 
winter, when I suppose this investigation was coming on, Mr. Clarke met me opposite 
the “ Leader ” office and he said to me, “do you remember ever telling mo some 
“ years ago that you had information from the Government about the terminus being 
“at Fort William ? ” [said *“ No”; Well, said he, “ Senator Aikins has been asking 
‘ mo that, and I told him that you said ro, and I expect I will have to go down to 
“ Ottawa and swear to it before a committee.” “Well,” said I, “ Mr. Clarke, if you do 
“you will have to go to the remainder of your life with a lio attached to you.” 

Q. Had you ut the time that you bought those lots any plan from which you 
were able to judge of the properties that were likely to be taken ?—I had not. I got 
a plan from the Crown Lands Department in the winter or spring of 1875. Mr. 
Leys first found it out, he is my solicitor, and we bought lands jointly. 

Q. When did you first know positively that this land was selected ?—The first 
information Î had of it was when Mr. Leys informod me and when I saw the plan. 
Then I had nothing positive except what I had in the plan I got from the office, and 
what I heard from the public press. 

Q. Which office ?—The Crown Lands office, Sales department. 

Q. Do you know the date at which you received that plan ?—I got it from the 
office sometime in the spring or winter of 1875. Mr. Clarke says it was in Noven- 
ber, if you read his evidence. . 

Q. Have you got the plan you received from the Crown Lands Department ?— 
Mr. Loys has a copy. It was takon from the plan that they say was filed in that 
office on the 12th December, 

Q. Could you give the date at which you got the plan ?—It was in January or 
February. It may have been in March, 1875, because sometimes I do not go to the 
Crown Lands office once in three months. 

Q. You also bought some lands from Mr. Savigny ?—Mr. Savigny had some 
lands which'he sold to Mr. Allister Clark. Mr. Savigny wanted to sell those lands 
to me before ho sold thom to Mr. Clark. 

Q. Was he acting as agent ?—I think he had an interest in them. He wanted 
to sell them to me a few months before he sold to Clark, and told me that he was an 
engineer, and knew that countrv well. He was sure that the terminus would be 
there, or at least it ought to be thero. 

Q. Did he put a value on thom in consequence of that?—He was asking me 
somewhere between sixty and seventy dollars a lot. Ile sold them afterwards to 
Mr. Clark for fifty dollars a lot, and 1 bought them ufterwards from Mr. Clark. 

Q. When you bought them was Mr. Savigny acting as Mr. Clark’s agent, or did 
you buy direct from Clark ?—I bought from Mr. Clark. I understood that Mr. Savigny 

ad sold them to him previous to my purchase. 
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Q. Did you know Mr. Savigny’s office in Toronto ?— Yer. 

Q. Did you know it well?—Yes. It is opposite Clark’s office. 

Q. Did you ever inform Mr. Savigny that you had any private information, or 
official information in reference to the terminus of the Pacific Railway ?—I showed 
Mr. Savigny this map after I got it in 1575; it was public then to any body, asit was 
registered at Toronto, but I did not toll where I got it. 

Q. The following questions were asked Mr. Savigny when he gave his evidence 
here :— 

“Q. Did you ask Mr. Davidson where he got the plan ?—Yes, of course I did. 
“ [thought it very curious that ho should have it. 

“Q. How did he explain that he came in possession of it ?—He said he got it 
“from the very best authority, that it was perfectly authentic. 

“Q. Did he show it to you as being a thing thut every one could see, or was it 
“ confidential ?—No; he said it was confidential. 

“Q. Did he show it to any body else ?—He showed it to John Clarke, at least 
“ Clarke told me so. I cannot say of my own knowledge.” 

A. I showed it to half a dozen about the same time as Savigny sawit. Ishowed 
itto Mr. Leys first, because he was interested with me on joint account, and Mr. Leys 
first gave me the information. He was there looking up the titles of some lots, and 
they gave him notice at the Crown Lands office that there were no more lots for sale 
until they saw what was wanted for the Pacitic Railway. 

Q. Did you tell Mr. Savigny where you got this map ?—No; I did not tell him. 

Q. Did you lead him to belieye that you got it from some source that was open 
only to yourself?—I do not think I told him anything about it. We were gassing 
each other. He had land at Prince Arthur’s Landing—an interest in one or two 
handred acros, and Savigny and Shortis were using their influenco to have the termi- 
nus there. We were gassing about it, and 1 cannot remember what I said. 

Q. When did you first take an interest in lands on Lake Superior ?—About 1871 
or 1872. I bought at Sault Ste. Marie in 1874, in connection with Mr. Leys, about 
twenty-one hundred acres. My interest is eight hundred acres. 

Q. What did you buy at the Sault for ?—I bought there expecting the terminus 
of the Pacific Railway would be there. I also bought on tho opposite side, expect- 
ing another railway would come there. 

Q. How much did you invest at the Sault ?—Between twelve or fourteen thou- 
sand dollars—nearer fourteen thousand. Then I bought at Nipigon. 

Q. Whero did you next buy ?—At Prince Arthur’s Landing, I think. 

Q. What year was that ?—In 1871 or 1872. Tho Government had a sale there, 
and we bought pretty freely at that time. Then I bought lands near to Prince 
Arthur’s Landing. 

Q. What amount have you invested in the neighborhood of Prince Arthur’s 
Landing—exclusive of the Kaministiquia lands ?—At Prince Arthur’s Landing and 
east of it in MacTavish, and west of the Landing and as near to it as to the Fort, I 
think I have five thousand acres. 

Q. What was your principal attraction there ? Was it the Pacific Railway ?—I 
bought a limit first from Archie Thompson, a limit that was given out by the Indian 
Department here, and we took up a mill—Mr. Oliver and myself. 

Q. That was at the Kaministiquia ?— Yos. 

Q. I am asking about Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—I bought there with the 
expectation of a railway being some time on the north shore ot Lake Superior. I 
bought at Fort William because I know that the late Government had surveyed a 
line there in the exact place where the present line is located. 

Q. What year was that ?—1871 or 1872. 

Q. Was it about the time that Mr. Murdoch surveyed there for the terminus ?— 
He was aurveying there that summer. I would not bo sure about dates. 

Q. Had you been aware at the time you made that purchase that the survey had 
been going on with the view to tho selection of this particular point for the terminus? 
—Yes. That was why I bought, and it was the same line as the late Government 
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surveyed. The only difforence was that they came down to Prince Arthur's Landing 
through the town plot or near the town plot. 

Q. At a sabscquent period were you lead to believe that the terminus was to be 
atsome other point, and that Fort William and Prince Arthur’s Landing had been 
abandoned ?—In 1874 I had fully mado up my mind as far as I could learn by the 
press and otherwise, that it was going to Nipigon, and that. is why I bought there. 

Q. Where did you buy in Nipigon ?—Right at the dock. 

Q. What amount did you invest in there ?—In about a thousand acres. 

Q. Would you ever have bought there except under the belief that the terminus 
was going to be there?—Certainly not. 

Q. Then in the fall of 1874 in your mind Nipigon was the point to be selected ?— 

Q. It was looking that way from what I saw in the newspapers. 

Q. How much did you pay for that land ?—One dollar an acro. Mr. Leys is in 
that with me. | 

Q. Was it you that negociated the sale of the lands that were sold by your firm 
to the Prince Arthur’s Landing Railway Company ?—Yes I negociated that thing 
altogether—at least as far as putting the titlos through. Mr. Oliver and Mr. Marks 
had arranged for five lots in numbvr six, the summer previous. 

Q. at summer would that be ?—In 1876, I think. And had also arranged for 
getting through two farm lots, numbers three and four, two park lots belonging to 
myself and Mr. Oliver, and three of tho lots through number six belonging to Oliver, 
Davidson and Company, and two lois, one belonging to myself, and one to Mr. Peter 
J. Brown, and I sold eighty-two hundredths of an acre of property belonging to Mrs. 
Davidson which Mr. Brown or Mr. Oliver had not the slightest interest in. It was 
patented to Mrs. Davidson and she gave the agreement of sale, and I got at the rate of 
fourteen hundred dollars per acre for it. 

Q. That is in the town plot ?— Yes. 

Q. Mr. Marks, in giving his evidence the other day, stated that the sale of those 
lands was one transaction, that it was a bulk sum that was paid, and that there was 
no value placod on the individual portions ?—Tbey had not the slightest connection. 
Neither Mr. Oliver, nor Mr. Brown, nor Mr. Leys had anything more to do with that 
cighty-two hundredths of an acro than you had. 

Q. In negociating the sale was that value put on the several separate lots ?— 
Lot number 3 in the 2nd concession of Neebing was eighteen dollars per acre. Lot 
four was the same price. The park lots were forty dollars an acre, and the three 
lots in number six, eighty dollars a lot. The two lots belonging to Mr. Brown and 
myself cighty dollars cach ; and the eighty-two hundredths of an acre. The price 
for each was separate and distinct, and soparate deeds will be given because the title 
is in different parties, although for convenience there was only one contract, 
and the whole purchase money was paid to me and I divided it among the several 
owners according to their respective intorests. 

Q. Have you tho original memorandum of agreements ?—Yes. 

(Original memorandum produced.) 

Mr. Oliver made the negociations with Mr. Marks the fall before for the property 
belonging to Oliver, Davidson & Company. Thon they were bothering mo about this 
eighty-two hundredths of an acro, and it kept the salo from being closed for nearly six 
months. 

Q. Were the values of tho several pieces of land discussed each on its own basis ? 
—Yes; cach on its own basis. Here is what Mr. Leys got for his, and hore is the 
cheque for it, which mentions what it was for—his interest in lot number three. It 
was forty-six dollars and forty-seven cents for the lot; and Mr. Leys, for his interest, 
gota cheque for sixteen dollars. 

Q. What I want to know is whether in your negociations with Mr. Marks the lots 
were charged for separately, and discussed separately ?—Yes; I felt angry at Mr. 
Oliver for selling the Company’s lots at such a low figure, as I had an interest in 
them. I thought we did not get enough for the park lots, and the other lots that 
was lots on number six, but the eighty-six hundredths of an acre was a separate sale. 
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The money came directly to Mrs. Davidson, and had no connection with the others in 
the slightest degree. 

Q By whom were the sales mado chiefly at Prince Arthur’s Landing before the 
lots were taken for the terminus ?—I made a good meny sales. 

Q. Who is the member of the firm that was charged specially with the sale of 
that ?—I sold a good many, Mr. Brown sold some, Mr. Oliver sold some. The titles 
were all in me, and I made the titles. I sold by public auction lot 22 to Mr. Elwes 
for $430 and he paid me $420. Then I sold to George Henderson, a brother of the 
last witnees, south side ot Fredericka Street, for $270. ; | 

Q. When was that ?—That was in the apring of 1875. 

Q. Was that sale at Toronto or Fort William ?—At Toronto, at tho auction sale. 
Bat all the lots that I sold at Fort William lying in the rame position as the lots that 
the Dominion Government reserved, and invariably got more than I got from the 
Government. 

Q. Do you know any thing of the values that were put on the McKellar farm ? 
—] know the McKellar farm very well. 1 have boen up there and spent a considerable 
time up there. I understand it is bringing very high prices. 

Q. But you don’t know personally ?—I am well acquainted with McKellar. 
Whon he is down bringing goods we talk those matters over. He told me that be had 
sold quite a large portion of his front. 

6. At what rate was it, highor or lower than the sales you made ? —I think they 
were higher—That is tho front lots. | 

Q. When was this that he put the value on it ?—At different times. 

Q. Had you any conversation with him in 1576 ?—He is down every year 
baying goods, and he comes sometimes and visits with me. He stated it in 1876. 

Q. Have you any recollection of the value he put on property then ?—I would 
not be sure as I did not charge my mind with it, but I know the prices wore pretty 
high and he was very well pleased with what he was getting. 

Q. Was it since the location of the Railway there ?—Yes. But the McKollar farm 
was a long farm, it goes down to the river, and the back end of it is low. The lot is 
very narrow, with about a quarter of a milo frontage on the river. 

Q. How far does the high land go back ?—There is not much high land back, it 
is nearly a dead level. 

Q. Bat it rises back from the river for same distance ?—Yes, but it recedes very 
little, being almost a dead level. 

Q. What distance is tho creek from tho Kaministiquia, across from the farm ?— 
It is about a mile or a mile and a half. 

Q. Does the McVicar farm joint the McKellar farm ?—I think it does. 

Q. Has it a wider front ?—I am not sure. 

Q. Does the Hudson Bay property joint the McVicar proporty ?—Yes, I think it. 
does. I got less from the Government for Mrs. Davidson’s lots than any body else. 
There were lots 9, 10 and 13 South Fredericka street I only got $200 a picce for, 
when the rest were getting $250. 

Q. What had you invested at the Kaministiquia ?—Witness: Speaking of my 
own intorest or that of the firm ? 

Q. Of the firm ?—The firm has about $100,000. 

Q. What are your investments apart from the firm?—My private investments. 
in Algoma are from $50,000 to $50,000, including what I have in the firm. 

Q. Do you know anything about the managemont of the business up there, and 
the supplies that were furnished for the construction of the Neobing Hotel ?—Mr. 
Oliver had the management. I have not been up thero since 1874, but I have overy 
confidence in Mr. Oliver's integrity and honesty in measuring lumbcr. 

Q. What do you know about the hardware bill ?—I brought a copy of it here 
with me. Thero is a discrepancy in some of the ovidence about the acconnts, and: 
there was a missing invoice which I havo supplied. The whole amount I paid for 
hardware is $296.35. The account is $291. 

Q. Then Marsh & McNabb owes you $5 ?—Yes. 
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Q. Have you paid Marsh & McNabb’s account in full ?—Yes, I have paid them 
all and it is correct. I have a copy which I got from the assignee. The firm has 
failed since. Mr. Henderson gave the order in his own handwriting. 

- Q. Have you got the order ?—No, I have not got it now. 

‘Q. Had Mr. Henderson to furnish the hardware under his agreement ?—The 
details in the agreement were made between Mr. Olliver and Mr. Henderson at Fort 

illiam. 

Q. Had Mr. Henderson under that agreement to furnish the hardware ?—I could 
not say. 

Q. I suppose he sent an order down for it, requiring it, as the builder of the 
hotel ?—Yes, it was for the hotel, there could have been no doubt about that. 

Q. When did you first become aware that the Government had fyled the plan 
of the lots they proposed to take for the terminus at Fort William ?—It would be in 
the s ring or winter of 1875. 

' b You swear it was from Mr. Leys you first got the information ?—To the best 
of my belief Mr. Leys first told me, but I swear positively I got it out of the Crown 
Lands Department Office in the spring or winter of 1875. 

Q. The information, or the plan ?—To the best of my knowledge Mr. Leys gave 
me the information; perhaps he would be more clear about it than I am. 

Q. Was it after that you got the plun or befure ?—After I heard of course. It 
is not a plan, it is a little sketch with a little red strip showing round the river, 
where the government reserve for the railway was; thero are no streets marked out 
back of the red shade. 

Q. What time did you buy Allistor Clarko’s lots ?—They wore bought about tho 
time that John Clarke’s lots were bought, but the titlodid not go through until some- 
time after that. Thero was some difficulty about it and it was some time in going 
through. I should think the time I made the bargain would be about the time 
bought Mr. Clarke’s before, about the 10th or 12th November, 1874. The deeds I 
think, passed through later. 

Q. Do you not think that it was on the date you concluded that purchase, that 
you told John Clark and Savigny ?—How could I when they say I had the map, and 
the map was not registered until the 12th December. 

Q. But you might have had the map before it was registered ?—But | swear 
positively I had not. 

Q. Are you quite sure that it was not on the date you concluded that purchase 
that you told Mr. Clarke and Mr. Savigny you had information that the terminus 
was to be at the town plot ?—No, I did not tell them I had such information whon [ 
bought the lots, 

Q. You bought the lots about the 12th November ?—It was about that time. 

Q. What became of the original plan that you showed to them ?—I could not 
tell what became of it. I did not place any value upon it after it was published to 
every body. 

Q. Lion. Mr. Scott asked you the amount of your investments in the town plot 
and Neebing ?—It would be hard for me to answer that. I have interests outside of 
Oliver, Davidson & Co. of my own and with Mr. Leys. 

Q. State the amount of all your interest there, directly or indirectly, in part 
nership and through your wife ?—It would be hard to tell that. I think my interest 
in that country would be perhaps 17,000 acres. 

Q. Taking the aggregato of your firm’s interest and your own interest : what is 
your interest in the town plot and Neebing ? what amount have you invested ?—It 
would be very hard to say, the firm had about 28 or 30 lots in the town plot which 
the Government took. 

Q. What information did you receive from Mr. Leys ?—That there was a map 
fyled in the Crown Lands Department in Toronto prohibiting the sale of lots where 
the Canada Pacific Railway would require them: in other words they would not sell 
apy lots inside of that red mark on tbe plan. 

Q. You mean that he informed you that the plan showing the torminus of the 
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Railway to be fixed on the town plot was on fyle at the Crown Lands office. Yes, that 
is the way I said it; and it was in the winter or spring of 1875. I was told since it 
was registered at Prince Arthur’s Landing about the same time. 

Q. Was Mr. Leys the hightest authority you had the information from ?—He 
was the first. I had no other information except from him. 

Q. In speaking of the purchase by the Prince Arthur's Landing Railway Com- 
pany and the division of property into separate portions, were there several pro- 
prietors that had to be dealt with ?—Yes, there were. 

Q. How is it that the agreement conveying the property to the Company 
should be made simply by you and your wife if you did not own the land ?—We were 
in the habit of decding a large portion of the property of the Company in my name. 
And the reason why I deeded land in my wife’s name was in order not to mix the 
titles. Mr. Marks and Mr. Oliver the fall previous bargained for Oliver, Davidson 
& Co.'s property but the titlo was in me, and I never go back on anything my 
partners agree upon, I always carry out. The $1,400 an acre for the 82,100ths of an 
acre is a separate thing, and no one except Mrs. Davidson had a cent interest it. (Deed 
of agreement being shown to witness, he recognisos the signature of himself and his 
wife. 

à Who was the solicitor for the Prince Arthur's Landing Railway Company ?— 
Mr. Roaf I think. 

Q. You stated that the title was in yours and your wife’s name of all those 
lands ?—I am not so clear whether No. 4 was not deeded to Mr. Oliver or not. The 
title would be all in me except lot No. 4. I might sign for Mr. Oliver as well as 
myself. Mr. Oliver very ofter sells property, whilo the title is in me. But he had 
nothing to do with the 82-100ths of an acre that was sold. 

Q. Was not this division made at your suggestion—was it nota lump sum you 
were to be paid for these lots?—Not a bit of it, the price was arranged the fall 

revious for all the lots except Mrs. Davidson’s the following spring, they were 
fotherin me about closing up the agroement for Mrs. Davidson. 
Mark’ Between whom was this agreement made ?—Between Mr. Oliver and Mr. 
ks 


Q. Were you present ?—No. But I had a letter to that effect from Mr. Oliver the 
fall previous. 

Q. Mr. Marks has given in ovidence that it was a lump sum that was paid for 
the whole?—Mr. Marks knows as well as Mr. Leys that the company had nothing 
whatever to do with the land of Mrs. Davidson. 

Q. Have you produced the cheques ?—I produced Mr. Leys cheque. He hada} 
interest in what is taken out of No. 3 in the second concession, which comes to a 
que less than $16. Oliver, Davidson & Co’s. money was deposited in the Federal 

nk. 

Q. How many were in with you in those town lots at Fort William that the Govern- 
ment eubseqnently required ?—There are 5 persons, Mr. Leys, Mr. Oliver, Peter J. 
Brown, Mr. Wells of Ingersoll, Mr. Davidson and myself. 

Q. Were those tho only persons that were interested with you in the lands that 
were taken by the Government at the town plot ?—Yes. 

Q. Who is Mr. Wells ?—He is a partner of Mr. Brown’s and [I understand that 
Mr. Brown and Mr. Wells own à interest in Olliver, Davideon’s & Co.’s property. 

Q. Is that the Mr. Wells who is chairman of the U. E. Club ?—I understand he 
is a member of the U. E. Cluband was, I think, chairman of the Liberal Conservative 
Association for South Oxford. I could not tell you what interest Mrs. Brown had, but 
she had no interest with me. 

Q. Where there any others interested but those ?—I think not. Iam speaking 
from memory. 

Q. Did the titles of all those rest in you ?—It is pretty bard for a man having 
20, or 30,000 acres of land to remember all those things. I want to tell the truth, an 
nothing but the truth. 

Q. You swear that there were no other persons interested in that land which 
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the Government took but those ? —I can’t swear just now. To the best nf my knowledge 
I think there were not. As far as I know there was M. Oliver, Mr. Brown, Mr. Wells, 
Mrs. Davidson, Mr. Leys, Mrs. Leys and myself. 

Q. You will not swear that there were not any others interested ?—No. Bat 
I will swear that I don’t know any other. . 

Q, Would you not likely have heard it if there were ?—I think I would. 

Q. Did you make the title of all those lands to the Government ?—They were 
deeded by the parties who had the title in them. 

Q. Mrs. Davidson appears as having received a certain sum of money from the 
Government, did she receive it or did you receive it ?—To the best of my knowledge 
it was made out in Mrs. Davidson’s name. She signed to me and I drew the money, 
that is. the money for thoso 3 lots the titlos of which were in Mrs. Davidson. iy 
wife’s lota are in her own name. 

Q. From whom did she purchase them ?—From the Government of Ontario. As 
far as titles and conveyances are concerned 1 never bothered my head about them. | 
trusted that to my solicitor. 

‘ Was that hardware account which you furnished this morning included in 
those papers which were sent down to the Government ?—I cannot say. There was 
a discrepancy in the hardwaro account of eighty-two dcllars. That invoice was 
somewhat less than the one which I now produce. I am sure I paid the money. The 
details of the Neebing Hotel Company I do not know anything about, as I have not 
been up there since 1874; but I know this, that the bill I produce now is correct, 
because I paid the money myself. 

Q. In the epitomo of the Neebing Hotel Company accounts, a sum of two 
hundred and ninety-one dollars is stated as representing McNabb & Marsh’s hard- 
ware account. When we como to tho accounts we find that one is two hundred and 
twenty-two dollars and the other sixty-nine dollars, showing that it would tako some- 
thing more than these two accounts to make up this amount in the epitome. Now, 
I ask you what was the gross amount you paid McNab & Marsh for furnishing the 
Neebing Hotel Company with hardware ?—I paid two hundred and fifty dollars on 
the 10th February, 1876, and on the 17th March I paid thirty dollars; then I paid 
this sixteen dollars and thirty-five cents difference. 

Q. To whom did you furnish this hardware account in making up the sum total 
of this Neebing Hotel account ?—I took the bill, when the order came down from 
Fort William, ovor to McNab & Marsh and told them to ship it to Fort William Hotel 
Company. When they wanted money and pressed me for it, I got it from the stock- 
holders of the Company, or somowhere, and paid them the full amount of two hundred 
and ninety-six dollars and thirty-five conts. 

Q. Did the money paid by the Government for the Neebing Hotel pass through 
your hands ?—I believe it did. I think so. Of course I deposited it to the credit of 
the Company. 

Q. Can you speak positively as to whether you received it or not ?—I could not 
say positively ; but I think on second thought I did not, but I am not sure. 

Q. Had you any thing to do with the dividing of that amount among the parties 
intorestod ?—No ; nothing at all. Inevor got any. [had stock in it, but I never 
got a cent but my own money back. 

Q. How much did you pay on your stock ?—-I paid fifty dollars; Mr. McNab 
paid one hundred dollars, and Mr. Vicars paid one hundred dollars. 

Q.—Are you a partner in the firm of Oliver, Davidson and company ?—Yes. 

Q. Mr. Oliver said that tho five hundred dollars that were received for damages 
was kept for the firm. 

Q. Did you get your share of that ?—I have rever had any dividends yet from 
our lumbering operations up there. 

Q. This is nota lumbering operation ?—I prosume the money was deposited in the 
bank to Oliver, Davidson and Company’s credit. 

Q. And through their books you would get your share of the six hundred 
dollars—five hundred damages and one h undred dollars interest ?—I presume 50, if! 
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was entitled to it. So fur as the stock is concorned I simply got a cheque back for 
fifty dollars without any interest. I suppose the balance will be in the hands of the 
Company. 

Q. Then you got your share of that ?—Of courso., 

Q. Did Mr. Oliver say anything to you about this payment of a hundre:l dollars 
to Mr. Honderson within tho lust week ?—I left here on Friday night at 10 o'clock 

and got home to Toronto the next day. Mr. Oliver loft hero on Monday and ha got 
up to Toronto on the noon train on Tuesday. He said that Mr. Honderson had 
claimed something for damages for the Hotel and that he had ordored Mr. White 
to give him a hundred dollars. 

Q. Who is Mr. White ?—e is a man [ never saw until I got down hore. Ho 
lives in Strathroy, I believe. 

Q. Were you not aware of tho issue of the cheque for $300, as settlemont in full 
for Mr. Henderson’s account ?—Mr. Oliver made out the cheque and sent it to me. 

Q. How can you explain his having paid Mr. Henderson a hundred dollars 
since be came here, when according to your statement thore was nothing due to 
him ?—I don’t know Mr. Oliver’s mind. 

Q. Did he give you any explanation why he made that payment ?—Ile said he 
thought Mr. Henderson ought to have something for the damages to the Hotel, and 
that he had given him a hundred dollars; and that is all I know about it. 

Q. But Mr. Henderson: had claimed the damages long before Mr. Oliver, and 
you said he had nothing coming to him ?—Don’t couple me with Mr. Oliver in this 
matter, becauso I had nothing to do with it, 

Q. But if a hundred dollars is paid by any member of the firm you ought to 
know something about it ?—He did not explain to me. I met him at the depot as 
he was going west on the noon train, but I bad not time to talk with him, he told 

me Mr. Henderson felt sorry and that ho ought to have had that hundred dollars, 
and he had paid it to him. 

Q. Did Mr. Henderson know before this came out in evidonce, that there was 

_this 8500 damages paid ?—I don’t know. 

Q. The cheque for $300 that you gave him was expressed upon the face of it, that 
it was in full of Mr. Henderson’s account ?—Yes; to the best of my knowledge it did. 
y Q. Soin fact you had already a discharge from Mr. Henderson in full for it ?— 

es. ® 

Q. Do you swear that such a chequo was iesued and paid ?—I do most positively. 

Q. And notwithstanding that discharge in full, you paid him a hundred dollars 
while he was about to give his evidence here ?—I did not. 

Q. Well, Oliver, Davidson & Co. did ?—Oliver did or rather White did for him. 

Q. And you know it was paid by order of Mr. Oliver.—Mr. Oliver told me so. 

And the further examination of this witness is continued until to-morrow. 

On this sixth day of April re-appeared tho said witness whose examination was 
continued as follows: 

Q. You said yesterday that the quantity of land taken for the Prince Arthur's 
Landing Railway from Mrs. Davidson was 82-100ths of an acre ?—Yes. 

Q. Are you sure that that was the quantity taken ?—I am, within an eighth of 
an acre, or as near as possible. 

Q. Have you added up the quantities ?—Yes, I went over the qnantities carefully. 
There may be 2 little discrepancy, but that is as near as possible. 

Q. Is that a correct copy of the quantities ? (eopy shown witness.)—I could not 
say that, bat Mr. Leys has a copy of it here. 

Q. How many lots were affected ?—Speaking from memory I should say cleven 
or twelve. 

Q. Would it yo through thirteen ?—I think it was eleven or twelve, and it was 
thirty or thirty-three fect wide. Some lots it only took a little off. 

Q. If it had taken eight tenths of an acre from one or two lots would it have 
damaged Mrs. Davidson’s property as much as it did by affecting the number of lots 
which it passes through ?—I do not ie damaged her lots as much as what the 
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Dominion Government took, because those lots shut us off from the river entirely, and 
put her lots back. 

Q. If that eight-tenths of an acre had been in a block would it have damaged 
Mrs. Davidson’s property as much as by cutting through thirteen lots ?—I do not 
consider the railway very much damage to her property, because it often comes in 
handy as a switch for a coal yard or a lumber yard to have a track already made. 

Q. Did you make up tho figures as to tho quantity yourself?—The figures I got 
from Mr. Leys or Mr. Ronaf, and I copied them into a book myself. 

Q. So that you do not know whether the figures are correct or not ?—I know 
they are very near correct. 

Q. Have you got that book with you now ?—No, it is at home. 

Q. If Mr. Leys suid they were more would he be correct ?—~I do not know. 

Q. Could you point out on the map the property that was taken if I give you 
the numbers of the lots. (Witness points out the lots on the plan.) What is the 
size of those lots ?—Half acre lots. 

Q. Does the railway damage this block in passing through it, more than if they 
had taken two lots ?-—If it was to be a large city, where there would be coal yaras 
and lumber yards, the railway would be no damage. 

Q. Which way would the coal come? How would it get to that railway ?—I 
suppose it would come up the river and be shumted off on to that switch und it 
would be very handy. 

Q. But that switch has no connection with tLe railway ?—I understand that it 
is to be connected ; that is what it was built for. 

Q. How many had you sold before you became aware that the terminus was 
fixed at the town plot, and prior to getting official notice of it?—I nover had any 
official notice. 

Q. Bat prior to tho time the Neebing Hotel Company were told that the lots 
would be required ?—That would be hard to tell, there have been so many sold. 

Q. How many lots did you sell from January 1874 until the time the land was 
taken for the railway ?—We sold one to Mr. Elsworth for 8430, at public auction, 
and he paid us 8420 cash for it. — 

Q. Did you sell three lots, or how many did you sell ?—In the reserve, do you 
moan. 
¢ Q. Yes ?—I will count up as near as I can from memory. The prices were all 
more than we got from the Dominion Government. I cannot tell you from memory, 
bat I could get you a list of the sales. 

Q. Was the lot you sold to Stevenson sold by private sale ?— Yes, I think so. 

Q. What was the consideration ?—About $250. 

Q. Was the consideration named in the deeds always the sum you received ?— 
Yes, as far as I know on all the lots sold in the reserve. 

Q. And there was no rebate on any lot that you sold ?—None that I know of. 

Q. Du you know anything of the sale that was made to Mr. Hazlewood ?—Yes. 

Q. How many lots were sold to him ?—Ten or twelve. 

Q. In the reserve ?—No, outside. 

Q. Did you not sell any to him in the resorve ?—We sold ton lots to him on the 
eighteenth of May 1876—all in number six. 

Q. Do you know an thing about the sale that was made to him by Mr. Oliver 
of lots in the resorve ?—No, Mr. Oliver suid it, and I don’t know anything about it. 

Q. Did the consideration which he paid for the lot in the reserve inclade the 
lots you sold to him on lot number six ?—No. 

‘Q. Have you any cause to question the honesty of the sale to Mr. Hazlewood? 
— NO. 
Q. Was there any discrepancy betwoen the consideration mentioned in the deed 
of the lots sold to Mr. Hazlewood in number six and the amount which he actually 
paid ?—Yes, they were put into the deed at $100, and we got only $40 for them. 

Q. How far are they hack from the terminus ?—I could not say how far. 

Q. Can you give any reason why one pandred dollars was the consideration put 
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into the deed, when forty dollars was all that was paid ?—I cannot understand why 
it was, I always understood the price was forty dollars. 

(Q. Do you believe that the amount specified in the deed of the lot sold in the 
reserve was the amount paid ?—I have no reason to disbelieve it. 

Q. Do you believe it was or was not ?—I think if there had beon any rebate I 
would have known it. I do notwant to swear to a thing that I am not positive of. 

Q. Were these lots sold by your firm, or by yourself individually, to any other 

rson than Mr. Hazlewood outside of the town plot in which there was a discrepancy 
between the consideration mentioned in the deeds and the amounts paid ?—I don’t 
think there was, but in this one case of Mr, Hazlewood’s. It was on the 18th day of 
May 1876 I sold those lots. 

Q. Was that before the valaators went up there ?—I think they were up there 
in 1876. 

Q. If the valuators, when they went up there found a number of lots outside the 
town plot, on number six, were sold at & hundred dollars a lot, would not that increase 
the value of the lots in their opinion ?—You must understand this : that those lots of 
Mr. Hazlewood’s would be a quarter of a mile back from the river, and I would be 
very glad to give you some more lots there to-day. for the same price. I can also 
state that the sale to Elwes for $420, and to Duckworth and to Henderson were all 
bond fide sales. - 

Q. You remember about Mr. Savigny saying that you brought a map into his 
office showing the reserve for the Pacific Railway terminus and he marked it on his 
map from this ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you see him do that ?—Yes. 1 saw him doing it at the time. I showed 
the map to him and he took a pencil and marked it out on his own map. 

Q. Do you remember when the Blackwood sale took place ?—Yes. 

Q. Can you tell me how long it was before that you showed Mr. Savigny the 
map ?—It must have been in the spring or winter of 1875. 

Q. When did the sale take place ?—I think it was somewhore about the 12th 


Ta, And that is the interval between the time you showed the map and the sale ? 
—[an positive of it. 
And further deponent saith not. 
JOSEPIH DAVIDSON. 


OTTAWA, 6th April. 
Joan Leys, called and sworn, was examined as follows: 


Q. Where do you reside ?—Toronto. 

Q. What is your occupation ?—Barrister. 

Q. Are you interested in the Fort William property ?--I am interested in some 
of the Fort William property. 

Q. Some that has been appropriated by the Crown ?—Yes. 

2. When did you first make purchases in the Lake Superior country ?--In 1855 
and 1856 I bought at Superior City near Duluth. T induced a friend to ¢o there from 
Toronto to locate lands at Superior City. 

Q. When did you first buy on the Canada sido ?—I first bought I think in 1869. 

Q. Where were your purchases ?—I bought in 1869-70-71 in the neighborhood 
of Prince Arthur’s Landing. 

Q. Up to how late did you buy about Prince Arthur’s Landing ?—I think in 1872. 

Q. Wore you then under the impression that the Pacific was to terminate at 
Prince Arthur’s Tanding ?—I thought from the fact of it being the terminus of the 
Dawson route that it would possibly be there. 

Q. When did you first commence making investments at Fort William ?— 
I bought in the township of N ceding in 1872—possibly in 1871. 

. When, in Fort William ?— bought first in Fort William, I think in 1873. 
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Q. Did you hold on your own account thero, or is it with Davidson ?—I held 
some lots on my own account and had some belonging to my wife; some on joint 
account with Mr. Davidson ; and one lot, 1 think, on joint account with M:. Oliver | 
and Mr. Davidson. 

Q. But you have no interest whatever in Oliver, Davidson & Co. ?—No. 

Q. Did you buy at any other point on Lake Superior ?—I bought in January, I 
think, 1874, a large property at Sault Ste. Marie. 

Q. What was your idea in doing that?—There was a great deal of talk at that 
time about the Pacific Railway and the impression was that under Sir Hugh Allan's 
scheme it would cross at the Sault, and the Sault would probably become a large place. 
We bought the old McNabb property there, in which f have a 4 interest, Mr. David- 
son, À interest, and Mr. Laird, + interest. 

. What did you pay for that ?—$13,000. Shortly afterwards, I bought about 
a thousand acres adjoining it, in which Mr. Davidson has a L'interest. 

Q. When you gave up the hope of that being the terminus, where did you next 
strike the Pacific Railway ?—At the same time as that, I was very strongly advised 
by Captain James Dick to purchase at Nepigon. He gave me a map showing me the 
position of Nenigon on the lake. He gave me his idea of it asa harbour in comparison 
wit the other harbours on Lake Superior, he had an idea that the terminus would 

there. 

Q. Had the survey been made thon ?—They were surveying all over the country 
at that time. After that, I went to the Crown Lands Department, in Toronto, to see 
what lots there were there that could be taken up, and to see what lots had been 
taken up. I found John Shedden who I knew wasa very intimate friend of Sir Hugh 
Allan’s, had taken up some lands there. I found that my friend, Senator Aikins had 
applied for some, and a gentleman named Stratton in the Inland Revenue Department, 
who I understood was a nephew of Senator Aikins, had applied for some; I have 
since learned that Stratton afterwards assigned to Aikins, eo t thought it would bea 
very desirable spot to have a hand in. 

Hon. Mr. Aikins—Mr. Stratton is not my nephew. 

Q. Did you get the lots ?—1 got some. 

Q. Having failed in all those directions, did you attempt to get a railway cons 
tructed yourself at any particular point ?—Yes, in 1874 I was instrumental with 
sone other gentlemen in obtaining a charter for the Great North West Raiiway Co, 
which was running from a point at Thunder Bay on Lake Superior to Wiunipeg. 
Associated in that with me was: Mr. Howland, Mr. Thompson, Mr. Marks, Mr. 
Oliver, Mr. Brown, Mr. King, Mr. Davidson, Mr. Cook, Mr. Williams, Mr. Hay, 
Mr. Gordon and myself. We concluded if the Railway would run direct there would 
be a branch from the head of Lake Superior to connect with it. 

Q. What was your proposed terminus ?—It is tixed by the charter at Fort 
Willliam. 

Q. Are you aware of the particular point contemplated, was it on the present 
terminus ?—[t would have been on the river at Fort William. 

Q. Are you solicitor for Mr. Davidson ?—I am. 

Q. In character of sollicitor can you explain the purchases made by the Prince 
Arthur's Landing Railway Co. and the basis upon which the valuations had been 
arrived at? Who is the solicitor on the other side ?—Mr. Roaf. 

Q. Have you Mr. Roat’s draft of the agreement with you?—Yes, I bave. 

(Document produced.) 

Q- The agreements state “It is hereby agreed between the parties hereto that 
the respective considerations to be expressed in the respective deeds for the said 
landstshall be as follows:—for the lands tirstly mentioned four hundred dollar. 
Whose lands were they ?—These were tive lots that had been sold by Mr. Oliver, or 
bargained for with Mr. Marks on lot six, adjoining the Pacific Railway. 

Q. It also says:—“ For the secondly mentioned property the sum of eleven 
bundrel and sixty dollars,” whose property was that?—That was the portion 
belonging to Mrs. Davidson, running through the town plot. 
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Q. It alxo says:— And for the thirdly mentioned property the sum of one 
hundred and twenty-six dollars.” What property was that ?—That was through the 
two park lots 15 and 16 and two farm lots. 

Q. Was it understood between you and Mr. Roaf that those figures faithfully ropre- 
sented the money paid to the parties ?—There was never any question as to the price 
that was to be paid for the five lots on Gore Street; there never was any dispute as 
to the prico that was to be paid through the park lots, nor was there any dispute as 
to the price to be paid through the farm lots, but when Mr. Marks wrote down to Mr. 
Dawson to ask what he was prepared to offer for right of way through Mr. David- 
son's lots and through the town plot, his answer was very ambignous. My construc- 
tion of it was that he proposed to pay $160 for right of way through ench lot; Mr. 
Roaf’s idea was that it was $160 for the quantity making up a lot or £::60 an acre. 
At one time Mr. Davidson proposed to take lands from tiem for the righ:: of way for 
the line through Mrs. Davidson's land. The negotiation spread over some months; I 
think from January until June, and ultimately Mrs. Davidson agreed to accept this 
price for the right of way through the town plot. Then these amounts all added 
together made up the total sum mentioned in this agreement. The reason why the 
agreement was not drawn in separate parts as to each particular lot was a matter of 
convenience. Mr. Davidson: was very particular about having al! the parties 
interested giving him authority to sign this agreement ; and before he would sign it 
he insisted upon Mr. Brown giving him written authority to sign for Mrs. Brown’s. 
lot, that was done, and he signed it. 

Q. The one propared by Mr. Roaf ?—Yes, and I gave him authority as far as my 
interest in farm lot number three was concerned, but the prices tor the separate 

cels were all agreed upon separately. Of course it made à bulk sum whon it was 
all added together. 

Q. Have you had any experience with regard to the expropriation of lands for 
railway purposes ? Has your attention ever been called to the provisions of the Rail- 
way Act of 1858 ?—I am solicitor for the Toronto & Nipissing Ruilwar Company. 1 
carried out the purchase for the right of way over the whole road, and, of course, I 
had occasion to examine the Railway Act. In buying lands for railway purposes, 
my construction of the Act was that where we took tho whole of a man's lot there 
was no set off against the then value. I may say wo had only one arbitration on the 
whole line of railway. We agreed amicably with every body except a man named 
Gillespie. We offered him, I think, something about a thousand dollars, but after 
paying costs, I think, he got about one hundred and fifty dollars. I don’t pretend to- 
give exact figures. The idea we had of it was that when the whole of a man’s lot 
was taken, there was no set off, it was the then value of the land on the line that hid 
to be paid. If the balance of a man’s lot was enhanced in value by the railway, 
then, of course, we would consider that. 

Q. If you took more land than thirty-three yards wide—except where there were 
slopes and ground for station houses where you had only aright to take 150 yards. 
wide and 250 yards long, what did youdo. Beyond that quantity you were obliged 
to bargain for it outside the Act ?—At that time we could not take a gravel pit, and 
we paid some exhorbitant prices for them, as we had no power to take them. We 
afterwards got the charter amended on that account. 

Q. If you took more land after amendment of your charter did you consider that 
you could set off the increased value of lands caused by the building of the Railway 
against the price of it ?—No. 

Q. Do you know if there have been cases decided confirming that view ?—Yes, 
there is a case of the Canada Southern R. R. Co. where they took lands under the Act 
of 1871, they: had a right to take additional lands by fyling a plan and obtaining an 
order under the act. When they came to take those lands—at Amherstburg I think it 
was they wanted the arbitators to take into consideration the increased value of the 
balance of the man’s lot, but the court held that they had no right to do so; that they 
werv to take the then price. 
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Q. What was that case ?—The Canada Southern R. R. Co. vs. Norval Cunningham 
et al., 41 Queen’s Bench, page 95. 

Q. Was that under the provisions of the General Railway Act or under a special 
charter °— Under the General Railway Act and under the powers in their special Act. 

Q. Had you any conversation with Mr. Davidson in reference to the Fort 
William torminus which would lead him to any conclusion as to the first time he 
heard it was absolutely sclected ?—We had a great many conversations. 

Q. As you were mutually interested in property there, any point of importance, 
I suppose, wus discussed between you. Do you know when he first learned of the 
selection of Fort William as the terminus ?—It was in the winter of 18745 

Q. Was it after the first of January ?—I do not think there is any donbt but 
what it was. 

Q. Were you intcrested in this purchase he made from Claik?—I was. I was 
interested in the purchase from John Clark, and also in the purchase from Allister 
Clark. 

Q. Have you read over Mr. Davidson's testimony, John Clark’s evidence, and 
Mr. Savigny’s cvidence in reference to that ?—I have. 

Q. Do you know the plan roferred to in that testimony ?—I do, I now produce 
a copy of it. Itisa copy I got two or three days ago. 

Q. Do you know when this plan was first fyled in the Crown Lands Office?—I 
only know positively by having asked at the office the other day. 

Q. What was the date told you ?—It was dated tho 12th of December 1874. It 
was received in the Department on the 14th of December 1874. 

Q. Was it you or Mr. Davidson that saw the plan the first at the Department? 
—1 believe it was [. 

Q. Whut led you to that conclusion ?—I was in the Crown Lands Department and 
was told by some one in the department that this plan had come up from Ottawa. I 
saw Mr. Davidson immediately afterwards and told him about it. 

Q. When you told him did he evince any surprise ?—Ho said he would go at 
once and get a copy of it. 

Q. Did he speak of it as if he had known it before?—No. He is a very impe 
tuous man and seemed very jubilant that the terminus was likely to be fixed there. 

Q. In his conversation did he lead you to believe that that was the first time he 
had heard of it ?—Yes. We were interested together in 1873, and had an understanding 
that any land we bought either in Toronto, or Lake Superior that we should benefit 
on joint account. Or rather if either of us bought, the other should have an oppor- 
tunity of saying whether he would take any interest in it or not. So that I bave 
no doubt in my own mind,—but of course it might be otherwise,—that was the first 
time he had heard of it. 

Q. If he had heard of it before would he have told you ?—He would of course. 
Though he might have had half a dozen plans before that, but I don’t believe he had. 

Q. Was it a copy of that plan that was referred to in the evidence of Mr. Clarke 
and Mr. Savigny ?—I don’t know. I know nothing that took place between Mr. 
Davidson and Mr. Clarke. I know Mr. Davidson showed me a plan he got from the 
Crown Lands Department after I told him. 

Q. Was that subsequent to the purchase of these lands ?—Long after. The deed 
from Mr. Clarke tu us is dated 21st November 1874. I think the agreement was made 
three or four days before the deed was actually passed. The lots of Mr. Allister Clarke in 
which Mr. David:on was interested were bought about the first of December. I 
know there was considerable difficulty in getting evidonce as to the dower, and that 
deed, I see by reference to thedepartment, was dated 16th December 1874. 

Q. Are you interested with Mr. Davidson in his Manitoba lands ?—No. It is too 
far away forme. I don't like the idea of speculating so far away from home. 

Q. I think you said that that was a copy of the map, that Mr. Davidson had 
from tho Department. (Map produced).—It is a copy of what I believe he had a copy 

of from the Departinent. It is similar in design and everything. 


Q. You could not swear that he had not the map before that ?—Certainly not 
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He might have had 50 maps, but considering that I had a right to a half interest in 
every ing he bought under our arrangements, it was a very unlikely thing he 
would bave a map without my knowing of it. 

Q. Your opinion is, that where a railway passes through property like the 
town plot at Fort William for instance, and the whole of the lot is taken, that the 
Railway Act of 1858 would not apply ?— There is no doubt of it. 

Q Would it apply to Oliver, Davidson & Co., who had other lota in the town 
plot, and other lots outside in the Neebing also ?—I do not know that the valuators 
could consider what lots a man had outside. [ think that Act would apply to lot No. 
6 of Oliver, Davidson & Co.,s0 far as the quantity limited by that Act. 

Q Did it apply in that case ?—I cannot say. I fancy from what I heard there 
was a very much larger account than 150 yards by 250 yards taken, the quantity 
limited by the Act of 1868. I do not know as to the quantity taken. I never was up 
there. The 9th clause of the Railway Act of 1868 provides. 

“ The land which may be taken without the consent of tho proprietor thereof 
“ shall not exceed 33 yards in breadth, except in places whore the Railway is raised 
“ more than 5 feet higher, or continued more than 5 feet deeper than the surface of 
“line, or where off-sets are established, or where stations, depots or fixtures are 
“intended to be erected, or goods to be delivered, and then not more than 250 yards 
“in length by 150 yards in breadth, without tho consent of the person authorized to 
“ convey such lands; and the places at which such extra breadth is to be takon shall 
“ be shown on the map or plan, or plans or sections, so far as the same may be then 
“ ascertained, but their not being so shewn shall not prevent such extra breadth from 
“ being taken, provided it be taken upon the line shewn or within the distanco afore- 
“said from such line.” 
| Q. Are you aware of any discrepancy between the consideration mentioned in 
the deed, and the amonnt that was actually paid ?—I do not know outside of the sale 
to Mr. Elwes, of o1e caso in which the price inserted in the decd was higher than 
the price actually paid. The price he agreed to pay was $430, half cash and the 
balauce in three months, but he paid all cash and I threw off ten dollars. 

Q. Were the rules in the town plot all bond fide sales ?—Yos. 


And further deponent saith not. 
JOHN LEYS. 


Orrawa, April 9th, 1876. 


THomas D. TAYLOR, called and sworn, was examined as follows: 


Q. Where do you reside ?—At Richmond, Ont. 

Q. What is your occupation ?—Civil Engineer. . 

Q. Havo you seen the Ncebing Hotel at Fort William ?—Yos. 

Q. Do you know what quantity of lumber is in that building ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you measure it ?-—Yes. 

Q. State to the Committee what quantity of lumber there was in it ?—-Forty-nine 
thousand six hundred and twenty-seven feet. 

Q. What does it comprise ?—Lumber in framing, board measure, studding, 
Partitions, joists, plates, sills, roof, flooring, inside and outside shecting, and wood 


Q. That would be all the wood except laths and shingles ?—Yes. 

tas Q. When did you make the measurement ?—I measured it on the 26th August 
t. 

Q. Were you very particular in tho measurement ?—I was particular. A gen- 
tleman, a friend of mine in Prince Arthur’s Landing, measured it for me first, as I 
was in a hurry to get away by the boat. But in order to check him [ went and 
measured it next day myself, and his figures and mine came within a few feot of each 
other. 33 
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Q. What is the quality of the lumber in the building ?—I would say cull lumber. 
I tried it and I could not put my hand on a good piece of board, it had either knots 
or stocks, with the exception of the flooring; it was not good enough for flooring, 
but it was ordinary lumber. 

Q. Your measurement is of the material which is used in tho construction of the 
building ?—Yes. 

Q. Was there any other there, in piles ?—I could not say, I did not sca any the 
day I was there. I was in the habit of being there almost weekly and daily. I had 
charge of the section above it. 

Q. Were you in the building ?—Yes, often. 

Q. Did you ave any doors or window sashes piled up there ?—Yes. 

Q. What was your particular object in going to measure this building ?—Just 
from curiosity. 

Q. You had no personal interest in the building ?—No, I was living near the 
place and coming down here. I went to measure it out of curiosity. The roason 
was this, that it was so much talked of, and my own feclings were, that it was a 
shame to have it there; there was so much said about it that I thought I would 
measure it. 

Q. Would you expect to find the same amount of lumber measure in the build- 
ing as there was actually delivered for it, would there not be a considerable amount 
of waste in the construction ?—Of course there would be waste, but I do not know 
of anything but what was in the building. 

Q. Were those cull boards that you saw used in the covering, or were they 
intended to be covered with sheeting ?—L don’t think 80. 

Q. Did they finish buildings ie that region with rough boards ? — No, certainly 
not. 

Q. Did you make any momorandum of the number of doors or quantity of sash? 
—Yes, I got 23 squares of shingles on the roof, 280 square lath and plasterings, 14 
doors, 13 windows with glass‘and 16 without glass. 

Q. Were all those doors in their place?—No. There were, I think, six or seven 
doors hanging, and the rest were used for screening off the kitchen. 

Q. In putting up a building of this kin«,what proportion of the lumber would be 
wasted ?—I have had no experience in building houses, but from my judgnfent I 
should say there was very little if any, left, because in some parts of the house where 
there would bo the rough end of the board it was left on without squaring it off. 

Q. In the sheeting ?—Yes. In the corners. 

Q. Do you remember the size of the sashes that were there ?—-No, I was leaving 
by boat, and I was in a hurry. 

Q. Were you requested to measure the lumber by any ono ?—No. I would not 
have considered it unprofessional if I hui been asked to do 80 at the time, beca use I 
had been discharged by the Government from my section. 

Q. Why were you discharged by the Government ?—I really don’t know. The 
reason assigned was because my work was finished. 

Q. Was the section of which you had charge completed ?—No. 

Q. Was it nearly completed ?—Yes. 

Q. That section of which you had charge was under contract of Sifton & Ward? 
—Yes. The contract had passed out of their hands. 

Q. Who succeeded you as Engineer in charge ?—Mr. Lreland. 

Q. Was not Mr. Tetu appointed there ?—Mr. Hazelwood promised that I was to 
be moved to English River, and I heard subsequently that Mr. Tétu had boon 
appointed there. 

Q. Have you an estimate of the value of the material in the building ?—Yes. 

Q. What does it amount to?—1 have put high prices. 7,200 feet of flooring at 
$18 a thousand, $129.00. 42,427 of all kinds, at 810 a thousand, $424.27. 28 squares 
of shingles at $3.00, $84.00, 230 squares plastering at 15 cents, one coat, $42.00. 14 
doors at $3.00, $42.00. 13 windows with glass at $2.75, $35.15. 16 windows without 
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glass at $1.50, $24.00, total $781.62; to which add $600.00 for labor, making in all 
$1,381.62. | 

Q. But that would not include hardware, nails, hinges and locks ?—No. Of 
course [ could not get out that at all at these prices were of course my own. 

Q. Did you take any notice of the cellar ?—I did. 

Q. Did you consider these prices liberal ?—TI did. 

Q. Have you a knowledge of the value of such materials ?—I had. Because the 
Engineer’s house at the Kaministiquia crossing of the road was built under my 
supervision and I saw all the prices of the lumber that was put into that. Tho 
Neebing Hotel amounts to nothing, as the posts are of no account. They were no 
depth in the ground. 

Q. How did you ascertain ?—I tried it: “the cellar was 30x25 built of stone 
“and clay, it is no use at all as the wall is caving in, and the frost has heaved the 
“building, and the floors will have to be taken out, and the building made firm hy 
“a stone foundation.” These are my private notes. 

Q. How deep do you think the cellar was ?—I am a tall man myself, and I was 
able to stand in it by stooping a little. I should say six feet. 

And further deponent saith not. ' 
T. D. TAYLOR. 


Orrawa, April 12th. 
Huax Ryan, called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Are you a contractor for one of the sections of the Pacific Railway ?—Yes. 

Q. Has your firm an office at Fort William, on the dock ?—Yes, we have. 

Q. Where did you get the doors and windows that are in it ?—We took some of 
them from the Neebing Hotel. 

Q. On what authority ?—I don’t know that we had any special authority for 
taking them. I was not there the day they were taken, ‘but t know they were used. 

Q. Were they accounted for ?—Yes. 

Q. To whom ?—To Mr. Hazlewood. 

y Q. Were they deducted from any moneys coming to you from the Government ? 
—Ÿes. 

Q. Were they paid for by your firm to the Government ?— Yes. 

Q. At what price were they paid for ?—I know wo considered them very high at 
the time. They were only the sash unglazed, and one door. 

Q. Do you recollect what was paid for them ?—About four dollars for the door, 
and a dollar and a half or two dollars for the sash. 1 know I was there at the time 
Mr. Hazlewood made the deduction from our account. I objected to it at the time, 
on the ground that it was too dear. 

Q. Have you had any experience in freighting up the river ?—Yes, we have 
freighted up our supplies. 

Q. In what vessel ?—In steamers and a schuvaer. 

Q. Was the schooner towed up ?—Yes. 

Q. What was hor draught ?—About ton and a half feet. She was a full sized 
Welland Canal schooner. She was towed up and sailed back out of the river. 

And further deponent saith not. 

HUGH RYAN. 





Witi1am Kinasrorp, C. E. called and sworn, was examined as follows .— 


Q. Where do you reside ?—In Ottawa at present. 
Q. What is your occupation ?—Civil Engineer. I am engineer in charge of 
harbors, the St. Lawrence and lakes, extending from the lower Gulf to Lake Superior. 
_ Q. How many years experience have you had in your profession ?—I have been 
Six years in the Department, and I have had miny years experience—about forty 
years, 
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Q. Have you mado a survey of the Kaministiquia River ?—Yes. The survey 
was made by my staff. I now produce a map of the survey made in 1876 on a scale 
of 100 feet to the inch. 

Q. What is the distance from the mouth of the Kaministiquia to the ruilway 
terminus ?—Three and sixty-two-hundredths miles. All our surveys are reduced to 
the lowest stage of the water. 

Q. What is the average depth ot the water ?—I beg leavo to suggest that I read 
the report which I made to the Department on the sixth of April 1877. 1t is as follows :— 


“ Orrawa, 6th April, 1877. 


‘‘ Siz,—I have the honor to report on the survey of the River Kaministiquia and 
‘the work which was performed in 1876. 

« The survey and examination made under my instructions by Mr. Michaud, of 
“ my staff, included the shoal at the entrance of the River 3,500 feet across and the 
“ river proper extending to the Pacific Railway station for a distance of 3.62 miles, 
“ preliminary to dredging operations to be carried on during the season 1876. 

“The River Kaministiquia possesses the advantage of forming an excellent 
“ harbor for shipping, offering perfect protection against all winds. 

‘ [t presents a marked parallelism to the rivers which have led to the commer- 
“ ciul pre-eminence of Chicago and Milwaukee. No other waters in this vicinity 
“ extend the same safe haven to vessels loading and discharging. 

“ The winds passing with extreme violence over the Buy create seas extremely 
“ heavy, which render the mooring of vessels at any exposed wharf impossib!e. 

“ The drawback to its general excellenco is the shoal extending directly across 
“its month, 3,500 feet in length. 

“ The river itself may be divided into 3 sections. It is deepest at the Pacific 
& station and shallowest at its month, where it is less than 13 ft generally, with an 
<< intermediate distance having between 13 and 15 feet depth. 

‘“ From the entrance to a short distance above Fort William, the river generally 
“# is 10 to 11 feet deop on its whole width, spots of greater depth intervening. 

“ The present design is to obtain a navigation 13 feet deep at lowest water, and 
“ hence in order to obtain this depth, dredging will be required along the river for 
6 1,600 feet to the west of Fort William. The river there is generally from 13 to 15 
“ feet in depth till we arrive at what is called the first river. Sufficient depth is then 
‘ found to the Pacific Terminus wharf, the river varying from 15 to 18 feet. The 
‘ distance from the mouth of the river to the Pacific wharf is 3.62 miles. 

‘‘ The width of the river is generally 350 feet, and it is evident that we have here 
# a harbor of rare capacity, equal to any of the requirements of commerce which the 
“‘ enterprise calling it into being may create, giving efficient protection to shipping, 
with every convenience for wharf construction. . 

‘Contracts for dredging were called for by public advertisement, and on the 
“ award being made, the work was commenced on 24th July and continued till 14th 
“October. The total amount of 21,570 yards has boen oxcavated at a cost of 
<< $8,050.55. 

“The amount of the Parliamentary appropriations was $6,000 on its expendi- 
“ture, tho dredging was continued at the reduced price of $9 per hour, the original 
“ contrat price having been $15, per hour. 

“ One cut was taken entirely through the shoal, obtaining a width of about 22 
‘6 feet. 

“ The second cut was worked from both ends as the weather dictated, 800 feet 
# being excavated on the east and 1,000 feet on the west, leaving 1,700 feet yet to be 
“ excavated of the second cut. 

“Tf the channel be limited to 45 feet, much difficulty will be experienced by 
“vessels entering. The south-east winds are frequently troublesome and unless 
‘ sufficient width be given for a vessel navigating the new channel, there is constant 
“‘ danger of grounding. No width under 66 feet, say 3 cuts of a dredge, will be even 
*‘ approximately safe. 
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‘ In fair weather the 44 feet entrance is even barely sufficient, when the channel 
“ ig proporly buoyed. 

4 45 feet in the river will be satisfactory if properly buoyed. 

‘ To attain navigation of 13 feet depth, the river proper requires to be dredged. 
“at points extending over 3,850 feet, and unless this work be performed by the. 
“ Department, there is no apparent source whence money can be obtained to carry 
“it on. 

“Tfthe channel be not deepened, vessels which pass through the excavated 
“ channel will ground in the shallower water of the river. 

‘ The amount of dredging required to complete the cut through the shoal 60: 
“ feet wide is 24,000 yards, and there are 16,000 yards of dredging required in the 
“river, making a total of 40,000 yards. 

“Tf the contractors continue the work at the present price, $9.00 an hour, the 
“ cost of this work may be set down at $10,000 (ten thousand dollars). 


I have the honor to be Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
(Signed ) WILLIAM KINGSFORD, 
Engineer in charge.” 
F. Braun, Esq., Secretary, 
Public Works Department. 
&e., &e., &c., 


Q. Your estimate for the completion of this improvement is ten thousand 
dollars ?—Yes ; to a width of forty-four feet and thirteen feet in depth, but that is 
utterly insufficiont for the final condition of the river. The navigation from Buffalo. 
to Lake Superior may be set down as a depth of sixtcen feet. You will require 
eighteen feet in the harbor, nineteen feet in the lake, and seventeen feet in open 
water. The cutting through the shoal at the mouth of the river extenu over three 
thousand five hundred feet, and it must be dredged to a depth of eighteon feet. 

Q. What is your proposed depth for the Kaministiquia at present ?—At this 
moment, owing to the economy that is prevailing, I am ordered to give a depth of 
only thirteen fect. 

Q. Have you made an estimate of the cost it will involve to give you a depth of 
thirteen feet ?—It cost ten thousand dollars last season. 

Q. What was the depth last season ?—Thirteen ‘eet-where the dredging has been 
done. Vessels which draw thirteen feet go through. The work is now going on 
and it is not yet completed. We have only beon at it two seasons. 

Q. Does the channel fill up at all ?—All artificially excavated channels must fill 
up to a certain extent. When you change the channel of a river to an abnormal 
condition, it has to be periodically dredged. There is no channel of any sort but 
will fill up to a certain extent. But it requires a large generalization to draw con- 
clusions from facts. I do not suppose the channel will keep open of itself, but it will 
more or less fill in, and have to be kept open by periodical dredging. We have no: 
facts of any extent to guide us with regard to the Kaministiquia in this respect. 

Q. Could you give us any information as to the percentage of cost for the 
dredging that will be required to keep up that depth ?—Those questions are all very 
well on paper, but no practical man who has a reputation to lose will estimate the 
cost of dredging a place like that annually ; I should say on a rough estimate a couple- 
of months dredging every year would keep a channel of one hundred and fifty feet 
open. I received a report to-day on the harbor of Bayfield. It was dredyeu some 
time ago to ten feet, and my assistant reports that it varios from nine feet nine-tenths 
to nine feet two-tenths. In some places it has filled up eight inches—some places. 
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more and some places nothing. Every channel has its peculiarities, and [ would 
not contradict without a knowledge of the facts what might be said of any channel. 

Q. Docs not the shoal at the mouth of the Kaministiquia indicate a very consi- 
derable deposit having been brought down by that river ?—Yes; but that shoal has 
been there millions of years for all we know. We can calculate little upon that fact. 
There is nothing so treacherous as water; but this is a work that any engineer would 
face. I do not think that any crib work is required there. The tendency of matter 
is to attract matter. At Chicago, for instance, they placed crib work to get rid of a 
shoal, but they had another shoal formed around it, in consequence of the tendency of 
this physical principle. The tendency of all matter which is held in solution in a 
stre:1m of water is to precipite, and is attracted by other matter. I would not put any 
crib work on the Kaministiquia shoal to protect the channel from deposits, but to 
protect it from the wind and keep the harbor quiet. But that course is not 
necessary. 

Q. What is the width on the shoal ?—I have a plan of the shoal which I now submit 
to the Committee, and I have also card models of propellers to the same scale which 
I will place on the map to show the relative proportions of the stream to the largest 
lake vessels that may visit it. I had been ordered to Sorel the other day after being 

called as a witness on this committee, and I was very much struck in going to the 
Richelieu with the similarity that exists at Sorel between it and the Kaministiquia. 

Q. Have you ever made any ostimate of the traffic that can be done on this 
river ?—It is inexhaustible. 

Q. What is the size of the shoal at Kaministiquin ?—Three thousand five hun- 
-dred feet. 

Q. In your report you say that the harbor is very rough in the bend—do you 
mean at the wharves ?—Yes. I think you have to guard against periodical storms 
on Lake Superior which somo day will tell a very serious tale. 

Q. But in this particular harbor of Prince Arthur’s Landing, have vessels ever 
sufiered from wind storms ?—I have no personal knowledge of the fact. 

Q. Which can be made an efficient harbor at the least expense, and be equal to 
the ordinary traffic that may be anticipated in that section ?—I hold that Prince 
Arthur’s Landing should be eighteen foet in depth. If it is conceded that it should be 
eighteen feet permenently, you make your crib eighteen feet, and you dredge only as 
the necessities of tte harbor require. My estimate for Princo Arthur’s Landing is 
‘six hundred and forty-three thousand dollars for a harbor of eightcon feet and 

ermanent work ; but if you only made it fifteen feet, it would be four hundred and 

orty thousand dollars. If you made a large harbor with a depth of only fifteen feet 
it would cost three hundred and ninety thousand dollars. If you made a smaller 
harbor cighteen fect deep it would be $282,000. You must make the Kaministiquia 
eighteen feet deep on the bar and 17 foet in the river. Wo have laid off a winding 
basin at the junction three hundred feet wide and twelve hundred feet long. It is 
included in my estimate. By making the river seventeen feet deep, one hundred feet 
wide, and two hundred feet wide through the bar, the cost of dredging would be cighty- 
-one thousand, soven hundred dollars. To make it only one hundred feet across the 
bar, it would be sixty-four thousand dollars. 

Q. And what depth ?—Eighteen feet across the bar and seventeen fee: in the 
river. But for a channel throughout 100 fect wide and 17 feet deep the estimate is 
-$64,00). Of course periodically it would have to be dredged to keep it open. As a rule 
the cost of dredging for a season, including wages, keep full all repairs, and wear and 
tear ix $7,400. 

Q. For how many months of the year will dredging be required ?—I cannot say, 
but $7,500 would bo the whole cost for a full season for one dredge. 

(The witness here pointed out the several designs made by him on the map of 
Prince Arthur's Landing and the dredging necessary to be performed in River Kami 
Distiquia and the bar.) 

Q. Did you make any estimate for railway docks at the Kaministiquia ?—It is not 
my work. 
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Q. What is the depth at the extreme end of the proposed dock at Prince 
Arthur’s Landing ?—18 feet. 

Q. In your opinion how do the two harbours compare, supposing the expenditures 
you have described wore made on them ?—I consider tho Kaministiquia is just the 
same as the harbour at Chicago or Milwaukee. 

Q. How does the stream at Milwaukee compare with the Kaministiquia, is it as 
wide ?— It is not so wide. Moreover, all the lots run down to the river. I directed 
the attention of the minister to tho necessity of reserving a strip of land along the 
river for the purpose of quays. Such as, exists at Paris, on the Thames Embankment 
or the Arno at Florence. There are two streams, one ut the Mission, and one at 
Mackellar’s Creek, which branch off witu an independent flow of water. Were those 
closed with a wier, so that water could get a passage through them and not stagnate, 
they possess sufficient capacity for wharves for a large city. In Chicago the lots run 
to tho river and there are no quays all the way, and Chicago, therefore, labours under 
the sume inconvenience. Tho Minister of Public Works has taken steps to rescue a 
strip of land along the front of the Kaministiquia about 100 feet wide, and if the 
hopes of the hour are realized it will be one of the most splendid promenades in the 
world. 

Q. But Chicago and Mi.waukee, in building their harbours, had no option; they 
had only these rivers and creeks on which to build a harbour. There was no natural 
shelter such as Thunder Bay affords at either place ?—No. But the winds which come 
from Thunder Bay from about 90 degrees of the horizon make it as much exposed, 
and as difficult to guard against as it is in Chicago. 

Q. Do prevailing winds come from the north-west side ?—Prevailing winds on 
all the lakes come from the west. But a south-west destroyed works of ours at Port 
Albert. There was a dry piece of land thore on which I put some piling, thinking 
it would stand for centuries, but it was all swept away by a south-west blow. 

Q. But that south-west blow came the whole width of the lake?—Yes. But this 
piece of land had been there before Port Albert was known. I might stato that nearly 
all the gales on those lakes come from the north-west. 


WILLIAM KINGSFORD. 


Orrawa, 16th April. 


VW. I. Cagpenrer, called and sworn was examined as follows : 


Q. Where do you reside ?—"neardine. 

Q. Have you boon it Fort William ?—Yes. 

Q. When ?—I have beon there every year since 1874. 

Q. Do je know the Mackellar property on the Kaministiqua River ?—I do. 

Q. Had you ever in contemplation the purchase of any part of it ?—Yes. In 
1875 I wanted to build x store house and dwelling house on the river, and I asked Mr. 
Mackellar what price he would take for it, and he mentionned 50 to 7) dollars per 
foot, and some places 100 dollars a foot frontasse on the river front. 

Q. What depth were the lots ?—From the river to the road, I thin. somewhere 
abont 70 feet. 

Q. What rate per acre would that be ?—I do not know. 

Q. What was the size of the lot ?—In my estimation it was somewhere about 
2,000 dollars on acre. The price was so ridiculou, that I stopped at once. 

Q. Did you tell him you proposed to put up à building ?—Yes. 

Q. What time in 1875 was this ?—I think in July or August. 

Q. Was any person else with you proposing to buy ?—Yes, Mr. Beath, the 
manager of the Ontario Bank, was with me ; we were talking of buying together and 
building some dwelling houses along the river if we could buy at a reasonable price. 
We thouzht we could probably make some money out of it. 
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Q. Were you both together ?—Yes. But we abandoned the scheme at once 
when we found the charges were so ridiculous we could do nothing with it. Lots 
back from the river he asked 250 to 400 dollars for. 

Q. How far back ?— On the other side of the road, which would bea hundred feet 
from the river at least 

Q. What size were these lots ?—Ono fifth of an acre. 

Q. That was over a thousand dollars an acre ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you been over the back part of the farm, or do you know its height 
above the water ?—I do not know much about the back part ot the farm. 

Q. Do you know the breadth of the front of it ?—I do not. 

Q. In 1875, when you asked to purchaso this lot from Mr. Mackellar, was it known 
that the terminus was located at Fort William ?—It was not decided exactly then. 
It was not generally known whether it was to be on Mr. Mackellar’s plot or on the 
town plot, but the suppositions were, it was to be on either one or the other. 

Q. Do you know that Mr. Mackellar had a right tosoll that lot or that it belonged 
to him at all ?—I nover examined his title in the registry office, as I did not buy. 

Q. Are you aware that there isa chain reserve on both banks of the river belong- 
ing to the Government ?—I was not, and I am not aware of it now. 

Q. What is the distance to the road from tho river ?—I cannot say. The road is 
back from the river quite a little. 

Q. Did Mr. Mackellar profess to own this property ?—Yes. 

Q. »Pe ou suppose he would assume the ownership of the property if he did not 
own it ?—No. 

Q. He would have sold it to you at the price he named ?—Yes. From the way 
he spoke I should judge so. 

And further deponent saith not. 

WM. H. CARPENTER. 


Orrawa, 16th April, 1878. 


JoHN WuHirs called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Where do you reside ?—At Mitchell, Ontario. 

Q. Were you in Ottawa at the ond of last month ?—I was. 

Q. Do you know of any conversation that occurred between Mr. Henderson and 
ourself with reference to this hundred dollars that is spoken of as being paid him 
y Mr. Oliver ?—Upon the 29th or 30th March Mr. II[enderson stopped me on the 

street and asked me if I was a friend ot Mr. Oliver's; { said “I was; ’’ he went on 
to tell me about some old account that he (Mr. Henderson) had forgotten to put in 
when they were settling up aclaim of his—that there was some old account that 
they did not remember ot and that Mr. Oiiver had refused to pay him, and then he 
went on to tell me about some $500 that Oliver, Davidson & Co. had received from 
the Government for damages for stopping the Neebing Hotel, and he said that he, being 
a shareholder, he considered he was entitled to a share of that $500. I stood listening 
to him and said: “ Idid not know anything about the matter.” Then he asked me if! 
would not talk to Mr. Oliver aboutit. Isaid “I would,” andIdidso. Isaw Mr. Oliver, 
but Mr. Oliver did not entertain the idea very well. So I told him it was a strange 
idea for x man to Stop another man in the streets to make complaints of his not 
paying his debts; and I thought if it was I, I would rather pay it, than have him 
going grumbling up and down the streets. That was about all that was said that 
time. On Monday, the first April, I met Mr. Henderson again, and he asked me ifl 
had seen Mr. Oliver. I said “I had.” He asked me if [ had spoken to him about 
that, I suid “I had.” Ho asked me if Mr. Oliver had said anything about the 
matter. I told him that if he would go and sec Mr. Oliver there was a possibility of 
his getting something. [le asked where Mr. Oliver was. I told him he was staying 
at the Windsor House. He asked me if I would go with him, I said I would, and we 
went and saw Mr. Oliver, and we went up to his bedroom. There was some cross 
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firing between the two for a while, and Mr. Henderson said he had lost money, and 
that Mr. Oliver had made money. I listened for a while and then urged Mr. Oliver 
to pay him. Mr. Henderson said a hundred dollars would satisfy him on the whole 
claim and his share of the 3500. I urged Mr. Oliver to pay the man what he thought 
was owing to him, rather than let him go around complaining that he had not paid 
him. Mr. Oliver said “If [ give vou anything you will go and tell that [ gavo it 
4 to you for a bribe.” He said “ No,” that ho considered it was just debt that he 
owed him. “Well,” said Mr. Oliver, “If cne cent would make you change your 
evidence I would not pay it; all [ want you to do is to tell the truth you devil 
“you,” that is the expression he used. The money was handed over to him, and he 
was putting it in his pocket, when I said “ You might call that 50 dollars, you have 
“ not counted it, 1 want you to count it over and see that you have got your money.” 
He counted it over and found it wasa hundred dollars. I said “ Oliver, Davidson & 
Co. do not owe your anything now ?” He said “ No.” ‘That was the end of the 
conversation and we parted. 

Q. Did you know Mr. Henderson prior to this conversation on the street ?—I 
never had spoken to him before, that is the reason he came and asked me if I knew 
Mr. Oliver, he had seen me with Mr. Oliver frequently and I suppose that was the 
reason. 

Q. Were you aware that this examination was going on with respect to this 
matter ?—I was down on private businoss here and happened to drop in while the 
captains were giving thoir ovidence on the committee. I was not in any way inter- 
ested in the things, all I wanted to do, was to patch up the difficulty between the two. 

Q. Were you aware that there had been a settlement between Oliver, Davidson 
& Co. and Mr. Henderson before that ?—I did not know anything about it. He 
spoke of having settled an old account, and he said he had forgotten to put in this 
account at tho time. 

Q. How could he have forgotten to put in this account when the $500 item 
only came out in this investigation ?—1t was some old account for some work that 
he had done. I did not make any enquiry as to what it was, and when I spuke to 
Mr. Oliver ho said he believed there was some little thing that Mr. Henderson had 
done that he had never got paid for ; and that he had never got his share of the $500. 
Mr. Oliver said to me, ‘[ have got two hunded dollars of that in my possession yet,” 
so I advised him strongly to pay the man out of it whatever was coming to him, and 
not have him saying that he had not been paid his money; because I always make it 
a point in my own business to settle matters up at once and have done with them. 

Q. Were you aware that Mr. Henderson had given a receipt in full at the time 
of the settlement ?—I was not aware of it. 

Q. Were you aware that Mr. Henderson was here as a witness in the examina- 
tion that was then going on ?—Yes. 

Q. Did it not occur to you that it might appear to bo a very impropor act that 
Mr. Oliver should be paying here the money ?—No. 

Q. Did you notice whether Mr. Oliver counted out this money from any other 
quantity or nad he just the hundred dollars ?—I think he counted it out of some 
other money. 

Q. Did Mr. Henderson give any receipt ?—No, I do not think he did. I was a 
witness of the transaction between the two. I was a go-between aud it was to settle 
ap the whole account. Mr. Henderson said he was a poor man, and Mr. Oliver was 
better able to pay him than ho was able to want it, and I thought so too. 

Q. This old account that was referred to by Mr. Henderson as having becn un- 
settled, did he state the amount of it?—He said something about it being $20. I 
could not tell you exactly what it was. 

Q. Was there any discussion between them in regard to the Hotel Company ?— 
There was some cross-firing, because they did not seer to be very good frionds. 
They were something like Roderick Random and his mistress, they were both in the 
same opinion, but could not agree. 

Q. Was there anything said about the Hotel Company ?—Mr. Hendorson said 

4 





41 Victoria. Appendix (No. 4.) A. 1878 


he was a stockholder of the Company and that he considered he was entitled as "well 
as any one else to his share of the $500. 

6. Did Mr. Oliver say anything in reply ?—He did not say anything against it. 
He seemed to consider that Mr. Henderson was entitled to a share of this $500. "=" 

Q. Prior to the payment of this money for the old account did Mr. Oliver 
mention to you that Mr. Henderson had a claim ?—I mentioned the account to Mr. 
Oliver and he said he belioved there was something in it. 

Q. So that there was really more done than settliug up the old account, because 
this account you say was only 820. Yet be got a hundred dollars?—My motivel 
know was to settle the account and get done with it. 

Q. How long were you in the room with Mr. Henderson and Mr. Oliver when 
this cross fixing took place ?—It would be 15 minutes, a little more or less.) 

Q. What was the purport of the cross firing ?—It was that one had made money 
out of the Neebing Hotel and the other had lost money by the job, and Mr. Henderson 
complained that he had taken men up there, and they were not properly used when 
they were there; that they were not ready to start work and that the men had to 
wait, or something like that ; and he had lost money by it. 

Q. Did not Mr. Oliver say be could not have lost money in that way, because 
the men were paid from the time thoy left Toronto ?—Mr. Oliver did not entertain 
anything but the old claim, and the share of the $500. After he had paid him the 
money he said “ you are mighty well paid, you have got more than your share.” 
But I urged him very strougly to pay it, as 1 would rather give a man a little more, 
than allow him to say I owed him anything. 

And further deponent saith not. 


JOHN WHYTE. 


Orrawa, 16th April. 
ADAM OLIVER, called and sworn was examined as follows :— 


Q. Were you present when Mr. Whyte gave his ovidence just now in reference 
to this $100 ?—I was. 

Q. Docs that substantially represent the circumstances as they occurred ?—l 
would corroborate that statement as all that Mr. White knew or the transaction. If you 
desire me to go on and detail matters that took place between Mr. Henderson and I, 
when Mr. Whyte was not present I can do so. The money was paid just as Mr. 
Whyte says, he has given the evidence correct as far as he knows. 

Q. Did you hesitate about paying that money lest it might be assumed that Mr. 
Henderson’s evidence might be influenced by it ?—I rather hesitated. I met Mr. 
Henderson the morning before when I gave my evidence here. I was coming in hero 
on Saturday a week ago, and I met him at the porch in front of the House. I spoke 
to him about the quareal that Mr. Davidson and he had in the Mail and Globe in the 
summer time about $16 that was not put into the Government account but was paid by 
Mr. Henderson as he claimed for hardware. I said to him “If it is so, that you can 
“ explain it, I will pay you that $16. But I would rather have Mr. Davidson explain 
‘about it.” He talked a little, and rubbed his hands and while we talked about our 
evidence that we were about to give hero. He said now you had better give me 4 
hundred dollars, if you do my evidence will be all right for youon your side, as he 
called it. The thing was so disgusting to me that I walked off and left him, and I 
did not see him again until Mr. Whyte arranged that interview. In the mean time 
Mr. Whyte had been speaking to me about paying him this old claim as he called it; 
and it was paid just as Mr. Whyte says. I think he recollects it very well. 

Q. I want to know, in reference to the lumber that went into the construction of 
the Hotel, who measured it. And I want to know particularly whether it was 
measured when it was delivered or before it left your mill; and whether it was meas 
ured by Mr. Flanagan your clerk, or by Mr. Henderson ?—It wa agreed upon 
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between Mr. Henderson and myself, that as Mr. Flanagan was, as he said, a correct. 
man, there was no use in measuring the lumber again. Moreover, I do not believe 
Mr. Henderson could have measured it himself again. I went myself with three or 
four barge loads of it to Mr. Henderson, and I’ saw the lumber taken from the barge 
to the hotel, and used by cutting it up and by placing it on the building. I never 
saw a board rule put on the lumber, and I verily believe that Mr. Henderson never 
put a measure on it. It was between three and tive times I saw that done, and I 
never saw the lumber measured by Mr. Henderson, 

Q. What portion of the building would that lumber comprise ?—It would comprise 
the boarding of it in. 

Q. What quantity of lumber were you yourself a witness to the delivery of, that 
was not absolutely measured when it was taken to the hotel ?—I could not tell you, 
nor could I tell you the number of times J saw it taken up to the hotel, it was from. 
three to five times. I went upon a barge to assist in unloading this lumber, and on 
none of these occasions did Mr. Henderson measure it. 

Q. What proportion of tbe whole of the lumber delivered was this ?—There was 
as much as 5,000 feet or more went on tho barge when it went up there as a general 
thing from 5,000 to 15,000 feet possibly. 

Q. Then this whole quantity that you saw nailed on the building amounted to. 
how much ?—It did not amount to 1,000 feet each time, I suppose. 

Q. Did you, in this case you speak of, see the bulk broken and part of the lumber 
used on the building without being measured ?—I did. 

Q. How much of each lot?—I do not suppose there could be possibly more than. 
a thousand feet each time of that lamber. We came hore on a barge used during the 
time we were unloading the barge in my sight. 

Q. At all events the bulk was broken and the lumber was used without being 
measured ?—Yes. 

Q. Now, in reference to sash and doors, I believe it is in evidence that a consider- - 
able number were not put in their place in the building, and that they wore lying in 
the building, do you know what became of them afterwards ?—I do not. 

Q. Were they used in any building that you put up for the Government ?—Not 
to my knowledge. I have only Mr. Henderson’s evidence on that question. More- 
over I see in Mr. Henderson’s evidence there are 3,000 feet of lumber piled up at the house 
at the time he left, and that it was taken away by Mr. Oliver’s foreman to build some 
cottages after that. We wero not building cottages at that time, as they had been 
built the year before, and I have no knowledge of anything of the kind, I believe 
nothing of the kind occurred. 

Q. Do you know whether any of those sash or doors were used in any building 
you put up for the Government ?—-Not to my knowledge. 

Q. Had any one authority from ycu to use those sash and doors ?—-Not from me. 

Q. Or from anybody else acting for you ?—I do not think there was. 

Q. Who was there at the time this building was being put up representing your : 
firm ?—There was none belonging to the firm but myself. 

Q. Were you superintending the building yourself ?—I was not at that time, it 
was the spring before that the cottages were built. 

Q. Was that in the spring of 1874 ?—-Mr. Henderson says it was when he came - 
away, and he came away in the fall of 1876. The Neebing Hotel was commenced in 
the month of July 1875, and it was built us fur as it was finished in 1876. 

Q. When was this building you put up for the Engineer's house begun and com- 
pleted ? ~It was put up in the spring of 1874-5. I mean the enginecr’s ouildings that 
M. Henderson refers tn in his evidence—the cottazes. The Engineer’s house was 
erected in 1876. 

Q. Who was suporintending the erection of the Engineer's House ?—I was 
superintending it. 

Q. What I want to know is, were there any of those doors or windows or any of ” 
the lamber charged to the Neebing Hotel Company used in the construction of the - 
Engineer's house ?—Not to my kuowledge, Mr. Henderson was doing a little of the - 
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<arpentering works on that building, he might have brought over some things; he 
did tell me at the door of the Parliament Buildings the other day that he had 
brought over some shingles and nails. 

Q. Would he have brought away $25 without your knowing it? —He could not 
have brought over $10 worth without my knowing it ? 

Q. Had you a foreman at the building 7?—I had a foreman for a while, as ‘icn- 
derson was not doing the work satisfactorilly, and I took it from him and I put my 
own men on. 

Q. When were the cottages built?—The cottages were built in the spring and 
summer of 1875. | 

Q. Were they built before the Hotel ?—Yes, they were built before the Hotel, 
and the Engineer’s house was built afterwards. 

Q. At what time did Mr. Henderson commence work on tho Engineer's house ?— 
He commenced in the fall of 1875. 

Q. Were you there during the winter of 1875 ?—I was not there. 

Q. What time did you leuve Thunder Bay ?—In the fall of 1875. I cannot tell 
you what day I left in 1875; as a goneral rulo I left the Ist of November from 

hunder Bay the last five years. 

Q. What time did you return in the spring ?—About the middle of May, by the 
first boat. 

Q. Then there was all that time—six months, in which Mr. Henderson was 
engaged in the construction of the Engineer’s house, when you were not there ?—He 
was employed by the firm to put on the boarding ; it was all done when I went up. 

Q. So none of the joiner’s work or casing was done until you went up ?—No. I 
think there was but one casing put in, which I took out. 

Q. Were you about the Neebing Hotel when the work was going on ?—I was not 
very much about the Neebing Hotel. I never was ‘inside ot it since it was handed 
over to the Government. I occasionally went up to see how it was getting on, and 
to see how Mr. Henderson was doing it. I was paying a little attention to it on the 
part of the Company, and I was finding fault with some of the work. 

_Q. I want to ask you whether the workmen were paid a higher rate than the 
wages paid at that time for similar work by Mr. Henderson ?—They were paid the 
regular wages for mechanics. 

Q. Look over the charge for labor and see whether that was the average wages 
paii for laborers ?—I saw this account before and I consented that the Company 
should pay it. 

Q. Did you consent to pay anything in excess of what was fuir wages ?—No. I 
consented to pay what is here in the account. 

Q. Did you ever intimate to Mr. Henderson that the Government would probably 
be the paymaster and therefore it did not make much matter whether the wages were 
in excess or not ?—No, I am every positive 1 never did any thing of the kind. 

Q. Was there any collusion on your part with Mr. Henderson in reference to 
allowing either material or labour to be charged in excess of what the work would 
fairly cost between individuals ?—There was no collusion between Mr. Henderson 
and myselt, or between any other party and myself. We wero building the Hotel 
in good faith until we got that notice to stop work on it. 

Q. When was it you got the notice ?—In February 1876, and I have never been 
in the building since that time. 

Q. Up to the time that you absolutely got notice, was the work from your stand- 
point carried on fairly, and with a view to avail yourself of it ?—It was. [ was not 

resent during the last months ; before getting the notice, however I had come down 
pe ; during that time Mr. Henderson was living in the place and keeping an 
otel. 

Q. In part of it ?—Yes, the part of it that was finished. 

Q. Did you tell the committee that if you had intended that Hotel for a Hotel 
in good faith, that you would not have put such a foundation upon it ?—The foundation 
was not such as I could have put under it if I had the whole control. It was Mr. 
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Henderson that did the whole thing. Heswore in his evidence that there were 
cedar posts under it ; there was not a cedar post in the whole thing, they were 
tamarack and balsam. 

Q. If the Government had not required this building for the purposes of the 
railway, would you have allowed the bill assent in by Mr. Henderson for $1,326 for 
labor expenses on that Hotel, as President of the Company ?—I believe I would. 
There is a possibility of settling with a man that you sometimes pay him more than 
you ought. The instance described by Mr. Whyte is one of them. 

Q. Is the bill more than you thought it ought to be ?—I think it is pretty high; 
perhaps not a great deal more than it should be. It was patting him to some incon- | 
venience stoppin the work, for he wanted to live in the Hotel. 

Q. Did Mr. Henderson anticipate, at the time he was building it, that he would 
have a right to lease it: did he ever intimate to you that it was not likely he would 
keep it as a hotel ?—He never did, but he rushed into it before it was half-finished 
and commenced keeping it as a Hotel. He held a New Year's ball or something of 
that sort in it. 

Q. Were you ever in it when he kept a Hotel ?—No. 

Q. Have you heard where your bookkeeper is since he left you?—No. Abouta 
ear after he left me I heard he was in Chicago, and I put a notice in the papers for 
im, but I have not heard of him since. I think he has gone to the old country. 

Q. Do you know that he measured that lumber ?—I do. 

Q. Were you present at the time ?—I was present several times when he was 

measuring it. He measured all our lumber. 

Q. Did you ever intimate to him that he might be liberal in his allowance as it 
might probably have to be paid for ultimately by the Govornment?—I never did 
anything of the kind. I never spoke to him about the Government taking it. 

Q. Fave you any reason to doubt the correctness of the-charges which Mr. 
Flanagan made in your books ?—I have not the slightest. 

Q. Have you ever heard his accuracy called in question?—No. On the othor 
hand I have heard his accuracy eulogized, and I consider him a very correct man. 

Q. You swear positively that you never instructed him to be liberal in his 
measurements of the lumber for the Government Hotel ?—Never. 

Q. Do you believe there was any collusion between him and Mr. Henderson or 
whether the lumber was charged in any other way, than it should have been to any 
ordinary purchaser ?—There was a regular price charged, and it was measured and 
charged to the Neebing Hotel just the same as it is to any ordinary person. 

Q. Were the doors and windows made by you ?—No, they were made at Ingersoll. 
I swear positively that the whole bill of doors and windows as charged in that 
account was taken by me to the wharf and delivered to Jim Henderson and I saw 
him carry them into the building. The whole bill of decors is charged to Oliver, 
Davidson & Co., and the two accounts are precisely the same, only the prices are diffe- 
rent, because in our account the freight*‘is added to the cost ; an freight is very light 
on sash and doors to Fort William. 

Q. If they had been used in any building you yourself were erecting, would you 
have had a knowledge of it, do you suppose ?—Undoubtedly, I must have had a know- 
ledge of it if they had been used. 

Q. Do you swear positively they were not used in any other building by your- 
self ?—Unless they were used in the engineer’s house, as Mr. Henderson says one 
window and some shingles, I swear positively they were never used by me, nor were 
they taken by anybody else as far as I know. But the one door and one window I 
saw in the shantey on the dock belonging to Purcell and Ryan who said they got 
authority from Mr. Hazlewood to take them. 

Q. did ou ever see Mr. Hazlewood to talk to after the building had been handed 
over to the Government ?—Yes._ 

Q. Did you ever talk to him about any property that is alleged to have been, 
missing Mr. Bethune spoke to me about the property that had been going away. 
Mr. Henderson’s brothers were living around there then. 
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_. Q. Who had charge of the building afterwards, was it Mr. Bethune or Mr. Hazle- 
wood ?—I think they were a little dilatory about taking charge, they did not take 
charge until the spring of last year, when they rented the house to Mr. Carmichael to 
keep a boarding house. | . V . Lou 
Q. You yourself do not know personally where any of those doors went to ?— 
No I do not. , . . 
Q. I want to ask you a questian about the account. of the. Neebing Hotel Cem- 
any that has been rendered ‘to the Government for $5,029, signed by yourself as 
President of the Company, did you take any trouble to verify the aecounts from 
which this has been made up?—No, I did not at the time. I suppose if I did I would 
have discovered the $560 mistake.. 
And further deponent saith not. | . 
ADAM. OLIVER. 





Francis Law, called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Where do you regide ?—At Meaford, Ontario. 

Q. What is your occupation?—Buildgr and manufacturer. | - 

Q. Are you at present carrying on building ? —I am manager of the Law Build- 
ing & Manufacturing Company. 

Q. A chartered company ?—A joint stock company. 

Q. Are you the head of it ?—Yes.. Loo 

Q,. Ilave you had considerable experience in building ?—Yes. Ever since I have 
been able to work at the trade I have done nothing else. 

Q. Have you put up many buildings?—I have put up a great many. 

Q. Have you had any experience on Lake Superior ?-—[ had considerable build- 
ing at Suult Ste. Marie lust year. I erected a building for the Hudson Bay Company 
at Michipicoten. | | 

Q. And you are acquainted with the prices of work up there ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you been at Fort William ?—Yes. 

Q What time were you there ?—I was there last November. 

Q. Did you visit the Neebing Hotel ?—Yes, So 

Q, What.was the object of your visiting it?—I understood at Prince Arthar's 
Landing the Government were going to do some repairs to the hotel, and fit it up for 
offices, and I thought while I was. there waiting for the boat I would go through it 
and take the dimensions, so that if any tenders were called for I could prepare one 
from that estimate. 

Q. Did you make a correct examination of it ?—Yes. 

Q. Could you give us the result ?—I took the dimensions of the building and 
made an estimate of it. I came home the latter end of November and I made an 
estimate of it. There were seventy-two foundation posts, tamarack and balsam. 

Q. Have you made an estimate of their cost?—I put them at thirty-six dollars. 

Q. What length were those posts?—The ground was somewhat frozen at that 
time, and I could not tell you the depth they were under the ground, but they were 
two feet over the ground. I estimated them at fifty cents a piece, including the 
labor of setting them. One hundred and ten. yards of excavation at twenty cents 
a yard, twenty-two dollars Sixty-five parches of stone work at $2.50 a perch for 
rough stone foundation, $192.50, this includes the cost of stone, material and labor. 

Q. What did you estimate the stone at per toise ?—] forget. 

Q. What is it worth to lay up a toise of stone ?—We always estimate by the 
perch in our part of the country. I put in for lahoz $1 a perch of 164 feet. There 
are 800 lineal feet of foundation, at 20 cents a foot, $160, including labor. There are 
20,000 feet board measure of long joists and studding, some of it the width of the 
building, which cost considerably more than short lengths, and which I estimate at 
$24, including labor. 

Q. What could you get the material for ?—The rate per thousand would be $12 
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for short lengths under 16 feet, and it increases 25 cents per thotsand for every part 
over that length. 

Q. Do you know what you could get that lumber at Oliver's mill for ?—I do not 
know ; but I was estimating at what I could lay it down there for. I enquired the 
prices at Olivor’s office from his book-keeper, but not for long stuff. The regular rule 
among lumbermen is to charge fifty cents a thousand feet for every two feet over 
sixteen feet in length. I have estimated 14,000 feet of short staff at $18 a thousand, 
including labor, $262. I have estimated 20,000 feet of inch lumber, including labor, 
at $15—that is sheeting and lining, and all the inch lumbér used about the building, 


à). 

Q: What did you ostimate that at per thousand ?—-811 I think it was. 38,000 
shingles laid on the roof, $190. I was not on the roof to measure it,and this quan- 
tity in as near as I can judge from the lengths of the building. There is a portion of 
the building that is not shingled. I have‘estimated 8,500 feet of flooring which, 
inclading labor, I put down at $295.50. The stairs, which are not finished, $25. I 
have 275 yards of plastering. $98.25. 

Q. Does that include the lathing ?—It includes the lathing for all that is 

lastered. 
? Q. What kind of plaster was it ?—It was principally two coat work, and I think 
there was a portion of it only one coat. 

Q. How many rooms are there plastered ?—Four rooms, I think, but I see on 
reference to my notes there are only two large rooms. 

Q.. What are the sizes of those rooms ?—Twenty-four by 14 feet,—or something 
like that. 

Q. How many yards of plastering would there be in them ?—Four hundred and 
seventy-five. 

Q. Worth how much ?—Thirty five cents 8 yard. Plastering cannot be done for 
any less in that part of the country. I plastered a large house at Michipicoten last 
year, and it cost me every cent of it. 

 Q. Would it be more difficult to get material at Michipicoten than there ?—No. 
The steamors will charge just the same rate to Michipicoten as to Prince Arthur’s 
Landing. 

Q. “Where did you take the lumber for the house at Michipicoten ?—From 
Meaford and Collingwood, I made a contract for all that was taken ap, and it cost me 
six dollars per thousand for freight to Michipicoten. 

Q. But it would not cost you that at Oliver, Davidson & Company's mill ?—No; 
bat there 18 a difference in price. I can lay it down at Prince Arthur’s Landing for 
about the same price as Oliver, Davidson and Company charged at their mill. I got 
price from other partios at the Landing about the same date. There are about 340 
yards of lathing 1 estimated at $40.80. Front door $15, finished, with side lights 
and face lights. I had 15 doors $120, which included the frames and trimmings ;.18 
windows $144; 11 panel doors in the building not hung, but used at a partition 
across one end of the building, $27. ' 

Q. How many doors are hung in the building ?—Fifteen. 

Q. How many window sash were there ?—There was something like 50 piece of 
sash ; part of them were glazed. | 

Q. What did you estimate them at?—Sixty dollars. I would not be positive 
about these sash, but I ran then over, and there were fifty piéces; there were some of 
them glazed, but I did not take them apart to see how many. 

Q. Were they primed ?—Some of them were, but not all. 

Q. What was the size of glass?—Some of them 14x28 inchos; some of them 
14x30; and some twelve light sash. I think there were four different sizés. © 

Q. You have allowed less than 81:59 por pair for them ?—Something like that ; 
lL estimated the whole at.860. I have 270 feet: of cornice finished on the buildin 
$59; 1400 feet of matched lining $42. There is a back kitchen .in connection wi 
the building i plastered, but lined up with matched lumber, and there is a portion 
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of the building that is filled with sawdust between the outside and inside sheeting 
for wnich I allow $100, including the labor. 

Q. What was the area that was filled with sawdust ?—I could not tell you 
exactly, it is somewhere in the neighbourhood of 2,500 feet. 

Q. What portion of it was filled in with sawdust ?—It was between the outside 
shecting and the inner lining of the post that was plastered, and on the east side of 
the building. 

Q. Was all the east side filled in ?—The lower story was and the whole length 
of the wing. 

Q. From the sill up how high ?—Twelve feet. 

Q. Was the rear filled in as well ?—I think so, I did not examine it; but it was 
lined, and I took it for granted that all that was lined was filled in with sawdust. 

Q. But you did not examine it all? Some of it was lined with matched staff, and 
I took it for granted it was filled in too. I estimated as though I had to finish the 
work. 

Q. In order to get your quantity what height do you say was filled in ?—Twelve 
feet. 
Q. For what distance?—One hundred and eighty-nine feet, besides the back 
kitchen. 

Q. Was the back kitchen filled in also with sawdust ?—I think so, it is lined with 
one inch matched lumber; and it is customary to fill in matched lumber with sawdust 
when it is not plastered. I could not swear that it is filled ander the plaster, but I 
took it for granted it was the same as that that was not lathed. 

Q. What is the thickness of that filling in?—The thickness of the studding— 
four inches. 

Q. How many yards of sawdust did you make it ?—Two thousand five hundred 
superficial feet, besides the wood shed, which I took for the granted was filled in also. 

Q. How did you ascertain it was filled with sawdust if it was lathed and plastered 
inside and boarded outside ?—There was a portion of it not plastered and I could see 
the sawdust through the cracks. 

Q. Did you estimate that the part that was done was worth $100.—Yes. For 
delivering the sawdust there and putting it in. 

Q. What else was there ?—I put down $284 for contingencies, steamboat fares, 
loss of time &c. I know in building a house at Michipicoton, I lost a sixth of my 
time, and I had to pay the time of the men from the time they left home until their 
return. I made an arrangement with the agent of the steamer City of Owen Sound 
to land me at that point, and call to tako me away. 

Q. Did you not have to pay something extra for that ?—Not any more than I 
would have had to pay from Fort William. 

Q. What is this estimate that you have been reading to us: is it not the value of 
the work as it stands ?—Yes. 

Q. Why did you go into so close an estimate ?—Because I was informed at Prince 
Arthur's Landing that the Goverament were going to fit up the building fur offices. 

Q. What had they to do with the fitting of it up ?—I wanted to know what the 
building was like. 

Q. Have you made a distinction between the price of material and works ?— I 
make the material, in round $1,816. 

Q. How much did you allow for the saw-dust alone ?—One hundred dollars for 
the saw-dust and filling it in. 

Q. I want you to make a distinction between the labor and the material: how 
did you get at the price of the saw-dust 7—I looked over the thing and calculated it 
would be worth $100. 

Q. On what basis did you calculate ?—I have filled in many a building with saw- 
dust before, and I guessed at that amount. I can guess pretty near it. 

Q. But you must have some basis surely for your calculation ?—It will cost a 
dollar a yard any way. B 
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Q. How many yards ?—Saw-dust is worth nothing of itself, it is the expense of 
delivering it and filling it in. 

Q. I see in Mr. Henderson’s bill the charge for saw-dust is $5, delivered ?— 
There must be no saw-dust under the plaster ; I just guessed there was. I have no 


object in giving any evidence as I volunteered it. 
Q. Can you give us an estimate of the s amount of lumber reduced to board 


measures ?—I make it 59,000 feet, at least that is what I should order for it, if I was 
going to do the work. 

Q. What is your estimate of the cost of that building ?—I have estimated $3,000. 

Q. How much of it would be for lumber ?—Material, $1,860; labor, 8900 ; contin- 
gencies, $284. And then I add to that 15 per cent for the difference in building in 
1877 and 1875, which makes $450. 

Q. Is that a fair item ?—I consider it so, as there is a difference between the 
prices of material and labor now as compared with 1876. 

Q. Do you think that building was fairly valued at $3,450 ?—I consider it « fair 
valuation at $3,000, if it was built last year. I would not like to have to do it for 
less, at least that is what I should tender for. 

Q. What were mechanics paid in 1875 in Meaford ?—About $1.75 to $2.00 a day. 

Q. What are they being paid now ?—81.25 to $1.50. 

Q. What would be paid at the time this building was erected ?—$1.75 to $2.00. 

Q. What was your object in making an examination of the building ?—I 
understood at Prince Arthur's Landing that it was going to bo fitted up for offices. 

Q. And you therefore made what you considered a precise and liberal valuation 
for it ?—Yes. 

Q. What connection was there between that estimate and your object to finish 
the building: was your estimate made at the instance of uny body ?—No. 

Q. Were you paid for it ? —No. 

Q. But the valuation had no connection whatever with the object you had in 
view—the fitting up the building ?—No, I did it for my own information, and very 
few knew anything aboutit. 

Q. How did you come to let it be known to the Government that you had made 
this valuation ? À told two or three parties that I had made it, and had the figures. 

Q. Did you take any steps to lot the Government know that you had visited the 
building and made a valuation of it?—I let one or two government men up there 
know that I had made the valuation. 

Q. What had this item for contingencies to do with it ?—I should certainly put 
that in if I was tendering for the work. I may state, it had cost me that ina fob I 
did for the Hudson’s Bay Co. at Michipicoten. 

Q. Were the posta that were under the building of any value at all for the 
purpose ?—I should not use them, but still it cost something to put them in there. 

Q. Were they of any value for the purpose ?—Not to remain in the ground any 
length of time. 

Q. Was the stone wall that was there fit to remain ?—No, it was down from the 
want of the mortar being protected from the frost. 

Q. Was it laid up with mortar ?—It was, but there was not'sufficient lime in it. 

Q. Was there any lime in it ?—I did not see a great deal in it. 

Q. Did you seo any lime in it ?—No. 

Q. At the time you came down from there did you communicate with any 
member of the Government ?—No. 

Q. Did you communicate with Mr. Snider, or who did you communicate with ?— 
I don’t know that it is necessary to answer that. 

Q. With whom did you communicate ?—Mr. Clelan, of Meaford, for one. 

Q. Did you communicate with any other—nearer to the Government ?—Yes, Mr. 
McMaster, of Collingwood. I will say positively I never expected it would come up 
in this shape when F took the measurement. 

Q. Who told you the Government were likely to fit up thie building ?—Two or 
three parties at Prince Arthur's Landing I don't know that I can tell their names 
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There was a man who was living in the building at the time who told me, and a man 
named Conway who lived at Prince Arthur's Landing. 

Q. Did you see any member of the firm of Oliver, Davidson & Co., when yon 
went up there f—No. 

Q. Did you see no person in their employ ?—I saw the clerk. 

Q. Did he suggest that you should value the building ?— No. 

Q. Or that you should look at it ?—No. 

Q. When you were up there, did you try to intorm yourself as to whether it was 
the intention of the Government to fit up the building ?—No. Nor did I see any of 
the Government officers. 

Q. Who could have told you that it was the intention of the Government to fit 
up that building ?—It was hearsay. I had nothing to do and was waiting for the 
boat, and I thought I would be prepared to tender for the work if it was necessary. 

And further deponent saith not. 


FRANCIS LAW. 


Orrawa, 25th April, 1878. 


Hon. ALEX. Maokenzrs, called and sworn, was examined as tollows :— 


Q. I should like to ask you first as to the selection of the Kaministiquia for the 
terminus of the Pacific Railway—how it was arrived at?—When I took charge of 
the Pyblic Works Department, an engineer of the name of Murdoch had been sent to 
survey the line from theo Kaministiquia River, or, more particularly, from Thunder 
Bay. I do not know thatit was from the Kaministiquia River, westward. ‘When we 
obtained information regarding the work; in the spring we (that is Mr. Fleming, Mr. 
Trudeau, my deputy and myself), had repeated consultations about it, and my 
own impression was that it would be better to bring the railway to Pointe de Meurons, 
that being the head of the deep water navigation in the Kaministiquia River, 80 as 
to have the whole length of.the river for harbor purposes and save so many miles of 
railroad. Mr. Murdock, I understand, had, in the meantime, surveyed a portion of 
the river bank where it was ultimately located. Mr. Fleming, Mr. Trudeau, (my 
deputy) and myself bad frequent consultations about it. I knew nothing technically 
about the position myself. I had been in the Kaministiquia River and knew. gene 
rally what sort of a river it was, the formation of the banks, the depth of the water 
and, also, the depth of the water on the bar. I had that general information; and Mr. 
Fleming seemed to be quite clear, as well as Mr. Trudeau, that that was the best 
place to locate it. I coincided with that view, and it was selected by general acquies- 
cence of the Heads of the Department : the Chief Engineer ; I also understood the dis- 
trict engineer, my deputy and myself. ‘ 

Q. Your own opinion, however, was that the site should have been higher up 
than the point ultimately chosen ?— Yes. it was my impression, and Mr. Fleming 
and Mr. Murdoch both said the high banks above would make it practically impor 
sible to get to any point high up on the river bank. 

Q. It was then brought down to:the nearest available point ?—It was brought to 
where it is. I do not remember all the reasons, as it was in general consultation of 
an oral character rather than written communications ; but it was brought where it 
is wholely by the engineer and by me. 

Q. Will you explain how it was that Mr. Wilson was appointed valuator, and on 
whose recommendation ?—I wrote to Mr. Pardee, Commissioner of Crown Lands for 
Ontario, stating that we had to obtain the services of a Provincial land surveyor to 
work out afresh many of the boundaries in the townships, and in the town plot, 
through which the railway was to run, and that it would be necessary for us to get 
a petition from.the residents under the Surveyors’ Act, to make such fresh definition 
of the boundary legal; and I wished at the same time to use such surveyor 45 
valuator. Not knowing any suitable person myself, I said I would be glad if he would 
name some person to me who was acquainted with that country, and had done work 
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there for the Department; a man in whom we could have confidence. He recom- 
mended Mr. Wilson, of whom I knew nothing, never having met him to my know- 
ledge; but we accepted his recommendation: I then telegraphed to Robert .Reid, of 
London, to ask him if he would accept the: position of valuator with Mr. Wilson, 
which'he agreed to do. ct: pore | so 
Q. Were the plans fyled at the earliest convenient moment after the selection 

had been made ?—Yes; the plans were prepared, as far as I can recollect at present. 
I do not remember the precise date without referring to the official papers; but they 
were prepared late in the autumn of 1874. Then the question came up with Mr. 
Fleming, myself and deputy, as to where the plans ought to be deposited, in order to 
comply with the Railway Act. It will be observed by the Statute of 1874 that we 
had to make provision for the deposit of the plans to make the expropriation 
legal in a somewhat different way from what the Railway Act provided. 
The Dominion Government have assumed, ‘and have acted upon that 
asaamption always, that the boundary of Ontario is through Thunder Bay; 
that the whole of the Kaminjstiquja River, in other words, its debouchure 
is din Keewatin. We -have, as gentlemen are aware, a conventional line at 
Hunter's Island. We sell alt tha land west of that, and the Ontario Government sell 
ak east of it, on the undorstanding, tbat when the boundury is settled a general settle 
ment. will be effected. But with regard to. the legal,division, it is different; for 
instance, the magistrates at Fort Framces had to be paid and commissioned by both 
Geyvernmente, in order to. make it certain that they were acting legally. .With 
regard to the deposit of maps or plans, we could not fix upon any conventioual line; 
we therefore took power, under sub-section eleven of section eight of the Act, which 
ia as. follows: “ It shall be sufficient that the map or plan or book of referenve for 
‘amy portion of the line of railway not being within any district or county for which. 
‘here is a. Clerk of the Peace, be deposited in the office ot the Minister of Public 
‘ Works of Canada, and any omission, misstatement or erroneous description of any 
“lands therein may be corrested by the contractor, with the consent of the Minister, 
“and certified by him; and the railway may then be made in accordance with such 
‘“oertified correction.” We considered, and the Minister of Justice considered at the 
time that we fulfilled the law in depositing the map in my own office, but it was 
very evident that this woald be practically of little use, although the law might be 
literally complied with; and we determined to send a copy of the mup, as early as 
possible, to be deposited with a Government. official at Prince Arthur’s Landing, Mr. 

an Norman, who, 1 understand, was Reyistrar and Stipendiary Magistrate there, 
so that all parties would have cognizance of its deposit there. It was sent, to the 
best of my recollection, in January, 1876. ° 

Q. Was there one sent also to Toronto ?—Yes; there was one sent to the Crown 

Lands Office, and I think there was one fyled at Sault Ste. Marie. I am not quite 
certain ot that; at all events we took every precaution to have the public fully not- 
ified. I should also state in connection with the land required for that road, knowing 
that land was still in possession of the Local Government, for some distance on the 
route, I wroto a letter to Mr. Pardee some time in the autumn of 1874, a copy of 
which J tried to find, and failed, though I understand Mr. Pardee recoliects gotting it 
very well. I wrote to him, telling him that it was probable that the line would go 
in the direction of Thundor Bay, and requesting him not to sell any more lands, and 
not to make anything known to any one concerning the line, so as to prevent any 
speculation so far as he could. I found a letter with reference to the Georgian Ba 

ranch, of a similar character, though I have not been able to find the one wit 
reference to the Thunder Bay location. I file a copy of this letter, marked A. 


(Private.) 
Orrawa, 14th October, 1874. 


My Dear Sir,—By desire of Mr. Mackenzie, I herewith forward you a map, 
showing the probable route of the railway from French River, eastward, in the 
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event of Mr. Hazlewood’s line being adopted. It is almost certain that the line will 
be as indicated on the map, for which reason you will oblige by keeping the map 
quite to yourself, not allowing any person in your Department access to it, as the 

overnment here wish not only te prevent speculation, but newspapers writing 
about the route until everything is finally wottled. 


Yours truly, 
(Signed) WM. BUCKINGHAM. 
Hon. T. B. Pannes, Toronto. 


Q. The fyling of the plan with the Ontario Government was to give them notice 
that this Government would require the land laid down on the plan ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you know the owners of the land at Fort William ?—I did not. I knew 
Mr. McKellar and his family, and that Mr, McVicar lived there. I knew that they 
had property there, as I had been at their houses a few years previous, I think in 
1864, but I did not know any of the owners of the lots in the town plot. 

Q. Did you know that Oliver, Davidson & Company had ‘any lots in the town 
plot ?—I knew they had a saw-mill in the neighborhood, but I did not know the pre- 
cise locality of it, or that they had any lots in the town plot. 

Q. Did you give Oliver, Davidson & Co., or any members of the company any 
information before the fvling of the plan ?—I did not; nor to any other human 
being. 

Q. Had Mr. Brown any authority from your Department to act as solicitor or 
adviser of Mr. Reid and Mr. Wilson ?—He was authorised to advise as to titles only. 

Q. When did you first become aware that he had been giving advice to Mr. 
Reid ?—Mr. Reid came down after he had been up there some weeks. He had found 
some difficulty in tracing out parties, and had go~s to Duluth and some other places, 
and he brought down the result of their work up to that time, and in discussing 
various matters with him, I ascertained from him that Mr. Brown had given the 
opinion that the Government had not given sufficient notices. I was very much 
surprised that such an opinion should have been given, and I wrote asomewhat angry 
letter to Mr. Brown that same day. 

Q. Have you that letter with you ?—I have not; but I can send for a copy of it. 


Copy sent for, and produced, as follows :— 


(Copy) 
OrTawa, 2nd August, 1876. 


Srz,—I am informed by the Valuators at Fort William that you gave an opinion 
that nu legal notice of the intention of the Government to take possession of certain 
parcels of property had been given. 

When the Valuators were informed they ceuld censult you on any difficulty in 
titles it was certainly not the intention.of the Department to submit to you the 
interpretation of an Act of Parliament, but simply to render any legal help in the 
routine business they might find necessary to ask. The opinion you did give is 
repugnant to the law and contrary to the interests of your employers (and, of course, 
is in the interests of the former owners of the land), who took possession of it in 
January, 1875. 

Your duty was simply and solely to see that titles proffered were good and 
sufficient before payment could be made to the owners. 

I understand, also, that you gre personally interested in some of the lots to be 
conveyed. Of course, the titles of such lots cannot properly pass to us except 
through the hands of another solicitor. 
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I shall await your explanation before adopting any new course. In the mean- 
time I have directed the Secretary of this Department to request you to take no 
farther action in the business. 


I am, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
P. J. Brown, Esq. (Signed) A. MACKENZIE, 


Ingersoll. 


I should say that Mr. Brown denied giving the opinion, and he wrote the follow- 
ing reply to my letter :— 


Copy.) 
Wor Orrawa, 5th August, 1876. 
Hon. A. Mackenzie, 
&., &., 
Ottawa. 


Dean Srm,—I am in receipt of your letter of 2nd instant, in reference to my action 
re-C.P.R. lands at Fort William, which certainly grieves and astonishes me, and in 
reply I have to say that the valuators labor under a misapprehension of facts when 
they state that I gave an opinion to them that the notice appropriating certain lands 
for railway purposes issued in January, 1875, was not a legal notice. “SF ave no such 
opinion. I did state to them, however, and then only during a couple of private 
conversations, that I thought the notice insufficient, but this was only in a conversa- 
tional way, and not as an opinion, and I never dreamed that they considered it in any 
other light, or ever thought of acting on it. On the contrary, I believe they did not 
act on it, but took January, 1876, as the basis upon which to fix valuations, as the 
following cases that were submitted to me for my opinion will show, and in which, I 
am satisfied, the valuators will bear me out :— 

Ist. Chas. F. Elwes purchased in May, 1875, lot 25, S. Frederica Street, for $420. 
I advised that no more be allowed him than for other lots in same locality, on the 
ground that it was purchased after January, 1875. | 

I advised the same course as to lot 76, on same street, which was owned by six 
different parties, costing them nearly $1,200, which I understood the valuators carried 
out. 

The Neebing Hotel—I advised that no fixed valuation be made, but that the valu- 
ators should collect such evidence as they could as to the bond fides of the trarsaction, 
and submit the matter first to the Government. 

As to the Hendrick Hotel, similarly situated, I was not consulted, but I believe 
valuation on this was fixed. 

As to McCarrme Hotel being on part of lot 1, on Water Street, I advised the 
valuators to make the best bargain they could, as McCarrme had purchased the pro- 
perty and erected the building in 1874. He could sustain bis ciaim for fair valuation. 

I am not aware of the contents of the valuators’ report, but the above are matters 
which were referred to me, and in allof which matters and my connection with them, 
I think they will bear me out in saying that I acted conscientiously, and the charge 
that I have acted in theslightest degree otherwise, or in the interest of former owners, 
I most emphatically deay. I have a reputation to sustain, both in my private and 
professional capacity, and so far, in this or any otber matter, I feel that 1 have done 
nothing either to embarrass my friends or bring dishonor to myself. 

As to the three lots held in name of my wife, 1 proposed having the convey 
ance executed and sending the same, with abstract and all necessary certificates, to 
the Department of Justice, to be approved of by them. 

Trusting the above will be a sufficient explanation and will receive favourable 
consideration, 

I remain, dear Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
1 (Signed) P. J. BROWN. 
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Q. When you ascertained that Mr. Brown had private interests of his own there, 
did you take any steps to have anyone else appointed ?—f applied to the Department 
of Justice to appoint someone élse in thono vases. _ 

Q. And another gentleman was namod ?—Yes. 

Q. Was Mr. Brown appointed by the Vepartment of Justice?—Yes, he was; I 
think | requested them to do 'it;-as that is generally the method. In some places we 
have our regolar agent who does all:the work. For instance, at Halifax, St. John, 
Victoria and Winnipeg; but in scattered places, where it is only temporary employ- 
ment, we have to find out the most convenient. Mr. Brown was selected from the 
knowledge I possessed that he-either had an office there or was there often, and I 
knew no other practitioner at the place. 

Q. Are you aware that Mr. Brown formed one of the company of Oliver, David- 
son & Company ?—I was not aware of it until Mr. Reid told me. 

Q. Then you could not have been aware of the fact that he was interested in 
tands with them ?—I was not aware of it until the same day, as you will find by my 
etter. ,; : 
Q. Do you remember when Mr. Murdock was dismissed ?—I am not sure of the 
precise tine, but I think it was in'the aaturnn ôf 1874 or early in 1875. 

Q. Did you know why ht was dismissed ?—T retbived many letters informing me 
that Mr. Murdock was not attehding to his work, and “those ‘complaints became 50 
numerous, and they were apparently so well fourided, that Mr. Fleming decided to 
send an officer to enquire about it. Mr. Hazlewood was sent, and he found thut those 
complaints were sustained,—that he had never examined the country as he should have 
done, but simply drew a line on the'map, and‘directed a survey in that direction. 
Upon rete that information,’ we dispensed with Mr: Murdock’s serviées, and 
appointed Mr. Hazlewood, who is now dead, in his place: On ‘his behalf, I should 
say he accepted the position with great relnctancc.. He at firat declined to accept 
on account of having been sent there to investigate into Mr. Murdock's management. 
Mr. Fleming appointed him as one of the most trustworthy men he had under him; 
and the effect was à very great change in the location of the road, and cheapening it 
to a very great extent. Mr. Murdock was removed for that cause. 

Q. Where did the parties reside who had written with reference to Mr. Murdock? 
—I could hardly tell you; some people wrote from Prince Arthar’s Landing, ard 
some who were there Visiting during the sammer wrote about it. * | 

Q. Who were they ?—I can hardly tell you who they were. 

Q. The result wax he was dismissed in consequence of those letters?—No; in 
consequence of neglect of duty. The letters brought his neglect of duty first to our 
notice. ’ 

Q. Had he a large staff under him ?—Yes. 

Q. Had it been represented that he had absented himself for weeks at a time 
from his duty ?- It was ; but not absence from the locality ; it was inattention to the 
field work; the great fault was that he had not examined the country in a prelimi- 
nary way in order to make out for us a proper survey. 

' Q. Did Mr. Fleming recommend that the town plot should be selected as the 
terminus ?—I know nothing about the town plot. He recommended the location 
where it is now marked, colored, on the map. 

Q. Did be recommend that place on the river to be taken ?—Yes, he did. I 
never marked any place. 

Q. The selection was made and he recommended the quantity of land ?—He 
recommended precisely what is marked on the map; what has been taken fur the 
station grounds was recommended by Mr. Fleming. 

Q. But he did not recommend that for the terminus ?—Yes, he did. 

Q. But he does not say so in his evidence ?—I do not care what his evidence 18, 
there is the fact; that is my evidence. I had no technical knowledge to judge of 
any particular spot on the river. My own opinion was it should have been much 
higher up than it was. 

Q. Are you aware that any of the engineers that were employed in the surveys 
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were in the habit of purchasing land in localities where a supposed terminus would 
be ?—I was not aware of it until my notice was directed to the fact that Mr. Hazle- 
wood had sonic lots in that place. I directed Mr. Fleming’s attention to it at the 
time and he told me he did, not ‘think there was any blame attached to Mr. Hazle- 
wood in the matter for reasons that he gave. -.I'was net aware of any other case. 

Q. Would you not suppose it was a very improper course for any engineer to 
adopt who was employéd by the Government: on ‘that survey ?—I think it was; 
although he had no voice inthe location, I am bound:to say that for Mr. Hazlewood ; 
but I quite agree that’ it:‘shodld not be done. : l'ga'further than that, I do not think 
members of Parlidment should either. ' Perhaps I should say, in connection with the 
last question, I hold myself fully responsible for the selection of the Kaministiquis 
terminus as well as Mr. Fleming, and I do not wish, even through any technicality, 
to avoid my share of the responsibility. Sometimes I yield to officers in technical 
matters against my own judgment. | 

‘Mr. Fleming, in his depdsition, gave the following evidence :— 

“Q. With whom had you those conversations you spoke of in determining the: 

terminus of the railway ?—With Mr. Mackenzie. | ‘ 
ee Not with any other person ?—Not with any other person I remember 
CU Of. 

“ Q. Who selected the terminus point; who located it ?—Tho Government 
“ selected the terminus of the Pacific Railway on Lake Superior. 

“@. Who selected the particular piece of ground ?—I did; I recommended that 
dé particular piece of land shown on the plan before the Committee, colored red, as the 
‘ [and required for the Pacific Railway.’ 

‘Q. Is that a correct statement of the facts ?—-I should say, in the first place, while 
a member of the Ontario Government we determined to dredge the mouth of'the 
Kaministiquia as being the best harbour; that was in 1872, and that Government did 
expend $22,000 on that work. With regard to Mr. Fleming’s remarks about the’ nav- 
igation there, I may also say up to that time we had -Mr. Hazlewoou’s and Mr. 

urdock’s reports. I was wholly in favor of Nipegon myself, and up to the time 
we had the'final consultation late in December, I. was still of the impression that 
Nipegon was the best place to go to, for the reason if the road could be constructed 
equatly well to Nipégon from Red River, it would be more ‘in the direct line east- 
ward when that section came to be constructed, than Thunder Bay. 

* Q. Who selected the particular piece of ground ‘at Kaministiquia for the ter- 
minus ?—No person elso could have selected it but the Engineer, as I had no know- 
ledge of the locality whatever, and gave no opinion about it. Mr. Fleming’s evidence 
is quite consistent with what I stated. Of course, the Government selocted the 
location, but they selected it upon the recommendation of the Engincers. 

Q. But he does not say so ?—He ought to say it. 

Q. Your opinion was that it ought to have been very much higher up, so that 
you were not favorable to the location that has been selected ?—I knew the river itself 
very well; I knew the water was deop, and long before the railway was spoken of, I 
had spent some days upon the river; but my impression was that some miles of rail- 
way could be saved by going higher up, but I trusted entirely to the engineers to say 
the spot the road should reach the river. It was represented to me formerly to be 
deep water all the way up to Point de Meurons. 

And further, deponent saith not. 

A. MACKENZIE. 


Orrawa, 25th April, 1878. 


Joux MAoKkeLLaR, called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 

Q. Where do you reside ?—Fort William. 

Q. How long have you been residing at Fort William ?—I have been there most 
of my time for the last D years. 166 
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Q. What land did you take un when you went to reside there ?—I settled on a 
-piece of land adjoining the town ot and Neebing. 

Q. But the property you took up is east of the town plot ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you make application to the Government for it at the time you took it 
up ?—Yes; L made application for it in 1864. 

Q. Did you pay anything on account of it at that time ?—I was authorized to 
send a Provincial Land Surveyor’s plan of it to the Department, and I sent that in 
1865, with the money that was required—at that time 20c. an acre. 

Q. What number of acres are there in your farm ?—One hundred and seventy 
three acres. 

Q. Does it front on the river ?—Yes. - 

Q. How far back does it run ?—About one and one-eighth miles. 

Q. What width is the front?—Quarter of a mile. 

Q. When was the first survey made of your property or the roperty adjoining 
At for the Pacific Railway ?—I think in 1872 ; it passed through the ack part of my 

ace. 
" Q. Where did Mr. Murdock begin at that time ?—He began near the mouth of 
‘the river. 

Q. Did he continue surveying there during the fall of 1873 ?—Yes; he was up 
‘there in 1873. 

Q. With a force of men?—Yes. He went up late in 1873—in the fall—with a 
strong force of men. 

6 What force had he ?—Betweon sixty and eighty men. 

Q. Did he get to work when he went up there with the men ?s—No; he was for 
some time detained for want of ice on the lakes. 

Q. For how long ?—I do not think he fairly got to work until January. 

Q. Had he all those men idle during that time?—Yes ; they were partly idle, I 
‘think. I do not know that they were altogether idle. 

Q Did he go up with the last boat in the fall ?—Yes; he went up with the last 
boat, about the 13th of November. I could not be sure, but it was sometime about 

on, 

Q. Did he continue surveying the following : year ?— Yes; he commenced, I 
think, where he left off the year before. 

Q. Had he been at the Nipegon surveying in 1873 and 1874?—No; I met him 
-at Nipegon in 1872—I met him first on board the “ Chicora,” in July, 1872, with Mr. 
Rowan and a number of meu with them, going up surveying at Nipegon. I came 
-down in August, and he went up on the “Cumberland” with me to Fort William. 
sold him I thought he could get a better line at Fort William than he could at 
. Nipegon. 

. Waa that in 1872 ?—Yes; I think he was on his way down to Toronto. He 
‘sent some men up with the last boat; he came through by Duluth himself. 

Q. Was it at Prince Arthur’s Landing or at Fort William be was instructed to 
make the survey ?—I understood that he was instructed to commence at Fort 
William, but he ran a line from Prince Arthur’s Landing across to the Fort. All 
the country between the Town Plot and the Neebing River, distance of about two 
miles, is level, and there is no difficulty in running a line anywhere through it. 

Q. Is it level, in a direct line from your farm to the Murillo Stat‘on ?—No; if 
_you go ona straight line the country to the north ot the Raiload line is rough 

Q. Is it lev el down to your farm, so that they could run a railway through it 
easily for three or four miles west of it?—Yes. There is no difficulty in getting 
down to my farm. - 

Q Where are your improvements ?—They are fronting on the river, at the south- 

‘eastern corner of my lot. 

Q. How far back did they go from tho river; or how much clearance had you 
«made at that time ?—Twenty or twenty-five acres on the front of the lot. There was 
a little piece in the corner that was not cleared, but I had eighteen or twenty chains 
ämproved along the front. 
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Q. What did those improvements cost you ?—They cost me over $60 an acre to. 
clear some of it, and grub it. It was heavy tamarack timber. 

Q. What had your buildings cost you up to that time?-I had a very good- 
square timber log house, 25x42 feet, two stories high, frame finished outside, and 
lathed and plastered inside. It cost a good deal of money to build it; besides stables, 
warehouse and docks. 

Q. What did they cost ?—I suppose between $3,500 and $4,500, the whole thing. 

Q. What did you estimate the cost of yonr improvements at ?—I suppose it would 
cost over $4,000 now. 

Q. That is, the clearing, grubbing, and buildings ?—Yes, 

Q. Is building thore more expensive than elsewhere ?—It was at the time I built.. 

Q. When did the patent issue for this land ?—It issued in 1875. 

Q. Had there been applications made to puchase from you two or three years 
before ?—No; I had no applications made that I know of. In 1872 I told Mr. Mur- 
dock I thought he was too low down with his survey; I offered to sell him a few 
acres at my place if he would locate the station there. ° 

Q. Where was he locating the terminus then?—He was starting it near the- 
mouth of the river. 

Q. Why did you think he was too low there ?—Because the land is low, and there 
would be very little room for dockage. 

Q. Does it overflow there ?—Not much; that mver never overflows. 

Q. Is the land dry ?—It is flat and almost level with the water. 

Q. How far is that below your place?—About 14 miles or 2 miles below my 
place, and the ground is low there; because they had to build a sidewalk a foot above 
the ground in order to walk between lighthouses. 

Q. So that, if they wanted to build there, the ground would have to be levelled 
up ?—Yes; and there would not be much room for dockage. We expect to have a 
trade there yet, if the North-West country is what we expect it to be. 

Q. Were applications made to you to purchase before 1875?—There were some 
parties spoke to me about getting lots when I would lay out my place. 

Q. When you got your patent did you sell lots to any of those parties who had pre- 
viously made application ?—I laid out about 14 or 15 acres in town lots in 1875. 

Q. What price did you get for them ?—I sold some of them from $100 to $200- 
a lot. 

Q. What size were those lots ?—Fifty by a hundred feet. 

Q. How many of them would it take to make an acre ?—A little over eight. 

Q. What was the average price they were sold at ?—Tho average price of what 
I sold in 1875 amounted to over $1,100 an acre. 

Q. Were they all front lots?—No; they were not all front lots. 

Q. What amount did you sell in 1875; I think I sold 2 acres 24 or 22 lots. 

Q. Had any of those parties.tried to buy those lots before 1875 ?—Some of them 
spoke about lots long before the railroad commenced. 

Q. How long before was that ?—That would be in the winter of 1872-3. 

Q. Does your land go the water edge ?— Yes. 

Q. And it does not terminate at the road?—No; my patent gives me to the 
waters odge, reserving a road along the bank. They built the Pigeon River Road 
sometime ago, and placed it back in my clearance. 

Q. So you have private property between the roadway and the rivor ?—Yes. 

Q. How far is the road from the water edge ?—From a chain and a half to two 
chains. Of course the road was easier made in the clearing than along the front. 

Q. Did you sell any lots at the time the arbitrators were up there valuing the- 
land ?—] was selling some lots since 1875. I sold at a higher price in 1876 than I 
did in 1875. 

Q. What was the average price per acre you received in 1876 ?—It was over 
$1,300. 

Q. Was that the average, or the wholo amount?—I sold some at the rate of 
$1,600 an acre; $1,300 was the average of all I sold. I sold seventeen lots in 1876. 
57 
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Q. What was the size of the lots ?—50 by 100 feet, and somo of the principal 
lots less than 100. All the. back lots are 50 by 100 feet. 

Q. How muny acres had you altegether? -173. . 

Q. Do you know lot No. 8, Fredericka Street ?-— Yes. 

Q. Was that lot taken by the Crown for the railway ?—Yes. 

(+ To whom did it belong ?—It belonged to my sister. | 

.  Q. Had you any application from parties desirous to purchase it, the year bofore 
“the vuluutors took it?—Yes; there were some parties applied to purchase in the 
“winter before the railway terminus was located there, on or about the time tho plan 
‘went up to be registered. 

Q. Who applied ?—A person named Parks, a store-keeper. 

Q. What did he offer you for it ?—$300. 

Q. Did you allow your sister to take it ?—No; I thought she could do better. It 
-18 a corner lot, over three-quarters. of an acre. 

Q:? What was the amount allowed fox it by the valuators 7?—$250. We did not 
+think the reserve would go back go far as the lot. 

Q. Mr. Murpock was examined before this Committee as follows :— 

“Q. In speaking of the McKellar farm, I think you have already given evidence 
* © as to what that land could have been obtained for in 1875 ?—I thiuk so. 

“Q. What was it ?—The laod could have been obtained for $75 an acre.” 

Q. Was Mr. Murdock justified in making that statement?—No. Nobody had 
sppronohed me in 1874 or 1875 to purchase, because the first location was down ,near 
: the 

me 





mouth of the river, and the next one was a mile and a half or two miles above 


Q Was that in 1872?—No; in 1874. In 1874, they were at the upper end of 

the town plot. 

Q. But Mr. Murdock speaks of 1474 or 1875; did you offer Mr. Murdock the land 

at $75 an acre at that time ?— No; I did not. 

Q. You swear positively you did not ?—I do not think anybody approached me 
about, it, any more than some persons used to say that the Government would take 
.my farm. I told Mr. Murdock one time at the Fort that I thought he was too far 
. down. This was in the winter of 1872-73, and I said to him, “ If you come up above 
: I will sell you ten or fifteen acres at a reasonable price.” 

Q. Would you not in 1874 or 1875 have sold them your farm at.$75 an acro ?— 
. No; I would not, because I thought it was worth more money than that. It is worth 
. & great deal more than that to-day. 

Q. Supposing a bona fide purchaser had gone to you and said: “ McKellar, I will 
- give you $75 an acre, cash, for your farm,” would you have taken it ?—I do not think 

so; because I was living there, and it did not make any difference to me whether the 
terminus was above or below, as it would have to be near mo, and I would not have 
taken $75 an acre then. 

Q. You believed, did you not, in 1872 or 1873, that the terminus would be located 
. somewhere in the vicinity of your property ?—Yes. 

Q. That you were convinced of ?~—I was always of that opinion. 

Q. Did you see the surveyors at work ?—-Yes; and I always thought the railway 
‘terminus would be at Fort William, and knowing that they could not go very far up 
: the river, and could not stay at the mouth, my place was in such a position that it 
‘ was bound to become valuable. | 

Q. And knowing what you did, would you, in 1874, have sold your place for $75 
: au acre ?—Knowing what | did in 1874, L would not have sold it for that; but if the 

terminus bad gone to Nipegon I might have spld at that. 

Q. Were you thore at the time tho valuators were up ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you know generally whether the parties were satisfied with the prices 
they got ?—Those that had a few lots there thought they had to sacrifice them to, 
: benefit the others. 

Q. Do you.know whether Mr, Melntyre had land there ?—Yes. 

1 


41 Victona Appendix (No. 4) A 1878 





rend 


Q. Were all his lots taken ?—Yes; I think all he owned in the town plot were 
taken. . 

Q. Had ho a grievance about it?—He was always complaining that tho Govern- 
ment had not acted fairly in taking his Jots. ; . 

.Q. Do you know whether any parties threatened to go toarbitration about it ?— 
I could not say. _. . 

Q. Was it not considered uncertain for some time where the terminus would be 
leeated, whether at Prince Arthur's Landing, Ni n or Kaministiquia ?—It. was 
for seme time doubtful whether it would be at Thander Bay or Nipagou. , 

. @Q And what did you consider the value of your farm before the terminus was 
located on the Kaministiquia ?—Of course it would not have been so valuablo if the 
railway had not been located there. 

, Q. What would have been the value of it if the terminus had not been located 
there ?—Taken at the same rates as other lots, it would have been worth a good deal ; 
you could not make out whgt the value would be there. It is a mining district, and 
land has a speculative value one way or, other. 

Q. Is your farm affected much in that way ?—Even without the railway, if it 
became a great mining centre, my land would be valuable. 

Q. Bat before the location of tke railway terminus was known, what was the 
value of your land ?—Some persons value land at different prices; at Prince Arthur's 
Landing, for instance, some lands in 1874 were as high as $5,000 or $6,000 an acre. 

Q. What was the value of farm lands about there in 1873?—In the first place, 
if you clear up a piece of land it will cost you fifty or sixty dollars an acre to put it 
under cultivation. .. 

Q. I am speaking of the whole of the farm—how many acres have you under 
caltivation ?-—About twenty or twenty-five acres. The land back of my place, in the 
winter of 1870-71, was bought for five hundred dollars. 

Q. When did you get your patent?—lIn 1875. 

Q. In what year did you locate the land ?—In 1865 I made the survey and 
applied for it. - | 7 

Q. What price did you pay for it?—Twenty cents an acre and make improve- 
ments. 

Q. Before the terminus was fixed at. the Kaministiquia, in 1873 or 1874, if any 

-one had offered you fifty dollars an acre for the whole of your farm, would you 
have refused it before you were influenced by the railway ?—I do not know whether 
I would have taken it or not; I was living there then. 

2: yous you not have considered it a pretty good offer ?—I would for some of 

my land. : | 

y Q. Do you know the character of the country between your property and the 
Marillo station, in a direct line; could a level track be found for the railway on that 
line ?—I do not think they could get a very good line direct, as the country is rough 
to the north. I think the line is as far north as they could get a good line. - 

Q. The located line, and a direct line from Murillo station to your farm would 
not be very far apart; is there any marked difference in the character of the country 
through which they would run f—I cannot say that there is. I dare say you could 

_get as easily to my farm as to the town plot, but you coald not get in a direct line 
from the Murillo station to the town plot. 

Q. Did you know of any vessels having to leave Prince Arthur’s Landing and 

.seek shelter in the river.?—Isaw the “ Frances Smith ” last fall in the river. Captain 
Woods told me that he could not stay at the Landing dock; it was too rough, and 
he had to go to the river. . 

Q. Had he freight for the Landing ?—I do not know; but he waited in the river 
all day, and he had to go to the Landing for the maila in the evening. 

Q, Did he remain in the river during the time thp storm prevailed ?—Yes. 

Q. Had he freight for the river?—I do not think he had; the vessel lay at 

-our docks all day. | 

Q. Did be tell you he was waiting fogahir weather to go to the Landing ?—He 
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told me he would not lie at the Landing dock when it was stormy. The steamer 
‘ Quebec” went to the Landing at the time the “Frances Smith” was leaving the 
dock. I was told she broke some of her lines before she got away. 

Q. Who is Captain of the “ Quebec ” ?—Captain Anderson. 

Q. Where were you when you saw the “ Frances Smith” go to the dock ?—I was 
at my own pace. 

à Could you see her stopping at the Landing ?—No; I saw her passing the 
_ mouth of the river, but I did not see her at the Landing. I have seen the steamer 
“ Ontario” in 1874, come within a hundred yards of the dock and leave it, and I have 
seen. boats in 1870 take up their anchors and run to Welcome Islands for shelter. That 
was before there was a dock at the Landing. The bay is like any other expanse of 
water, the winds blow there as well as they will on Lake Ontario or any other 


open pay 

Q. Have you ever seen any ice shove at the Landing ?—Yes; I saw one there 
there in 1865. 

Q. What extent was it ?-—It was a pretty good size. It shoved some of the 
Government buildings down that were near the bank. 

Q. How far in did it extend ?—It might have gone in one hundred feet or 80. 


(Copy). 
@rrawa, 29th April. 


WiLLiAM Morpock, called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. I believe exhibit 5 is a plan of yours sent in with your report to Mr. 

Fleming, carrying the railway down to the mouth of the Kaministiquia 7— Yes. 
Was Mr. Simpson an officer of your staff?—Mr. Alexander Simpson was. 

Q. Is he alive now ?—No he is dead. 

Q. When was he first employed by you ?—In the winter of 1872 I think. 

Q. Did he continue in your employ to the time of his death ?—He was employed 
on the Canada Central Railway for a time. 

Q. How long was he employed on the Canada Pacific Railway ?—About six 
months. 

Q. Up to what time ?—Up to the cancelation of the Georgian Bay contract. 

Q. He was with you up to that time ?—He was, off and on. He was at Sault St. 
Marie practicing as a Land Surveyor. 

Q. How long was he with you atthe Kaministiquia ?—During one survey. 

Q. What year was that ?—In the year 1872 or 1873, I think. 

Q. About what time in 1873 do you reemember was he relieved ?—In the spring 
of 1873, I think. 

Q. From what time in 1872 was he with you ?—From the fall of 1872—the close 
of navigation—up to the spring of 1873, they have it on the pay list in the Canada 
Pacific Railway Office. 

Q. At that time did he make a survey of the land at the mouth of the Kamanis- 
tiquia River ?—Yes. 

Q. Is exhibit No. 7, his field notes of that survey ?—Yes, they are his field notes 
of a survey made for John McIntyre of the Hudson’s Bay Company, of his land, 
shown on my plan of the mouth of the river. 

Q. You sent in that plan accompanied by your report to Mr. Fleming in the 
spring of 1874 ?—Yes, it was on the plan I sent in to Mr. Fleming. 

Q. And in that report there is the following recommendation: ‘“ I would res- 
“ pectfully submit for your consideration the propriety of producing the line toward 
“the mouth of the river to obtain a lower foval for docks, &c., and also for later 
# navigation in the fall of the year ?—Yes. 

Q. The plan, exhibit No. 17, was filed in the Crown Lands Departement in con- 
nection with those field notes of Mr. Simpson’s ?—Yes, I suppose so. But I beliove 
I nover saw it before, 
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_ Q. Are you aware that Mr. McIntyre sent in an application to the Crown Lands 
Department for the land in that survey ?—I am. 

Q. That was in the spring of 1873 ?—Yes. | 
R Q. Had you and Mr. McIntyre any conversation with referericé to it ?—Yes; wé 

ad. 

Q. Was it considered that you were to have a share ip the land ?—Not necessarily: 

Q. Still I believe you expected a share in it ?—No, I did not expect it: 

Q. Did you never admit to anybody that you expected a share in it 7—Mr. Mt- 
Intyre said he would give mea share in it, but there was nothing drawn out between 
us to that effect. 

Q. But, at all events, acting upon that promise one of your staff made a sürve 
of the land and sent it in with an application to the department, and you yourse 
made areport to Mr. Fleming advising that that site should be selected for the ter- 
minus of the Pacific Railway ?—I nover advised it, as will be seen by my evidence of 
last year and this year. 

Q. Is not this an exact report: “ I would respectfully submit for your considera- 
“ tion the propriety of producing the line towards the mouth of the river to obtain 
‘ lower level for docks, &c., and also for later navigation in the fall of the year’?—Yes, 
I recommended it should go towards the mouth of the river, and I say so still 

Q. And you sent Mr. Simpson to make a survey and plan of this land for Mr. 
McIntyre ?—I permitted Mr. Simpson to make that plan while he was an officer of 
the Government and paid by the Government, and think I had a perfect right to do 
it, as Mr. Simpson was not doing any work at tho time. I further say that Mr. Me. 
Intyre wanted to get that piece of land as he had a house upon it in which Mr. Borron 
then lived and he spoke to me several times about it, as he t t it would becume 
valuable; and he said to me “ if you want an interest in this land I will give you an 
interest in it.” _ 

Q. Are you aware that the money was paid into the Crown Lands Office for it ? 
—No. I am not. . | 

Q. Did you ever express to anybody your dise ppointment that that point had not 
been selectod for the terminus ?—No, I did not. I never expected it would be. 

Q. Did you nover state to anybody that you had it in for the Government as they 
had rather baulked you ?—I never made such a statoment that I know of. 

Q. Nor words to that effect? —Not that I know of. I may have done go, bat I 
do not recollect having done so. 

Q. At all events you recollect recommending the line being taken down to that 
oint, as I have read from your report ?—I would still recommend that it should be 
rought down towards tho mouth of the river. 

. And this report accompanied your plan showing the dotted line down to this . 

point ?—Yes it is dotted down the same as I would have done it with any other. plan. 

Was Mr. Simpson’s time, while he was making this survey, credited to the 
Government ?—No, it was not. , 

Q. Do you think you had a right to allow Mr. Simpson to be engaged on a survey 
for a private individual while he was under pay of the Government ?—Under the 
circumstances I do. Mr. Simpson was not employed at the timé; as no work had come 
in for him to do. And I considered that tho services whieh Mr. McIntyre had 
rendered to the Government in connection with the Pacific survey entitled him to 
that consideration. 

Q. Mr. Mackellar stated in evidence the other day that the men you touk out 
there in the fall of 1878 were idle until January. Was that the case ?—No, it was 
not the case; and I think Mr. Mackellar will correct his statement if you call upon 
him to do so. . The men, when they arrived at Thunder Bay had to prepare to go in- 
land. I wish to make a statement in order to set this matter at rest. I arrived at 
Prince Arthur's Landing or the 9th of November, I think, by the Chicora. The men 
wore then camped at a little river near Fort William and were occupied in this way : 
they had to get their axes hung, and to put up the necessary material they had to use on 
the survey in proper shape for the vino At that time the upper lakes had not 

4e 


41 Victoria. Appendix (No. 4.) A. 1878 


eo 


frozen. And you will understand I had to tako tho principal part of the provisions that I 
roquired, through a trackless wilderness of lake and forest, up to the height of lard, and 
across Lac des Mille Lacs, a distance, I think, of about 120 miles. The number of horses 
that (Mr. Rowun) who was then Mr. Fleming’s assistant, allowed me, was altogether 
inadequate for the service. Knowing that when I left Ottawa I make up my mind to üse 
my own discretion. 1 had only four teams to carry that 50 tons of supplies 120 miles 
over unbroken roads, and over ice that was sometimes covered with water, and drifted 
in such a manner that the horses sometimes could not get through and had to campon 
the ice at night. I had to increase the number of horses, in order to enable me to 
keep a constant supply of provisions on the line. When I got to the point where 
work was to be commenced, I had to cut a road 20 miles through the woods for the 
horses, and I bad to run the line 25 miles before I could commence the regular work 
surveying tho main line at all. I had to wait in Prince Arthur’s Landing until the 
snow fell and the ice formed on the lakes to enable me to get into that country at 
all. I have my diary here with an account in detail of everything I did during those 
months. 

Q. How many men had you there ?—About 60 men. As soon as the enow fell 
some wore sent up to Shebandowan to work and others were kept at Prince Arthur's 
Landing until the work would be properly commenced ; because I considered it was 
much cheaper to keep them there and board them, than to take them back into the 
woods, and have them remain idle eating up provisions that cost such an enormous 
amount of trouble and cost to transport in there. I never did harder work, nor more 
faithful work ; and more work was never done on the Pacific Railway survey in the 
same time that I did myself, that season. 1 ran 115 miles of the line myself where 
Mr. Moberly was ill and was not able to attend to it. Mr. Garden went easterly 76 
miles and we only finished work and returned two week before the opening of the navi- 
gation at Thunder Bay. Yet here I am censured, dismissed,f’and my character belied 
for the purposes of the government. I mention those facts now in order to vindi- 
cato my own position and my professional reputation. 

Q. Mr. Mackenzie has stated you were dismissed : what was the reason of your 
dismissal ?—Mr. Mackenzie says he received a number of letters from Thunder Bay 
stating that [ was not attending to my work ; that I was a Tory of the most uncom- 
promising character ; and a number of other things of that nature. 

Q. What was the dateof your dismissal ?—September 1874. I wrote a letter 
to Mr Mackenzie at that time, a copy of which I will now read with the permission 
of the committee, and which will explain my position. 


“ Orrawa, December 4, 1874. 
* Hon, Alexander Mackenzie, 
‘ Minister of Public Works, 
“&., &e, &c., 
“ Ottawa. 


“Sir,—TI beg res lly to draw your atlention, as Promier of tho Government 
and Minister of Public Works, to the extraordinary and unmerited treatment to which 
I have been exposed in carrying out the work entrusted to me in connection with the 
Canadian Pacific Survey. 

“ You are already so far familiar with the subject to which I refer and 80 fully 
aware of the accusations made in secret against me, that I need only preface the 
demand which I am about tv make for an investigation, by brief reforence to the lead- 
ing features of my case. | 

‘ Last summer while engaged in prosecuting the work to which I have alluded, it 
appears, as I am informed, that certain letters were ‘addressed to you, as Minister of 
Public Works, by a person or persons at Thunder Bay, denouncing me and the staff 
which I had tho honour to command, in the most unmeasured terms. 

“Theso private letters, from whatever source emanating were, as now further 
appears, considered of sufficient importance to cause an investigation to be ordered, 
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and to conduct this investigation, an officer was sent to Thunder Bay, where instead 
of investigating chargos, ho at once proceeded to act as if ho had been directed to 
assume that these charges were proved. He took upon himself the direction of my 
staff, countermanded my orders, and otherwise treated me in the most contumelious 
manner, instituting no investigation whatever, that I am aware of. 

‘ Knowing how important it was that the surveys should be completed, I suffored 
all this with patience, pressed on with the work, and at the close of navigation came to 
this place. I had been but a few days in the office assigned me hore, when the same 
system of persecution was renewed by the same person, and I am now in receipt of 
your instructions conveyed through the Chief Engineer of the Pacific Survey, by 
which I am given to understand that my services will not be required in preparing 
plans of the work carried out under my direction. 

‘ Under these circumstances, I believe I make no extran: linary request in de- 
manding, with all due respect, the names of my accusers whieh i tank itis notonly fair 
and reasonable [ should havo, but to the advantage of the Department tv give, for it 
has been rumoured that the charges emanated from a disreputable person who, when 
at Thunder Bay, made his home at times in a den of infamy ; while as they have been 
considered ofso much importance, I must assume that the contrary is the case. 

‘ In the next place, I believe, I am justified in asking and have a right to ask for 
a copy of the communications in which the charges preferred against me are contained, 
80 that I may be in a position to furnish rebutting evidence. 

“ You will, doubtless, percoive that this matter has wider significance than the 
mere depriving of an officer in the Public Service of employment, for if men entrusted 
with important duties and placed in positions which ronder them liable to such 
attacks are to be allowed no oportanity of defence when assailed however injustly, 
what security is there ! and if parties making slanderous accusations aro to bo per- 
mitted to do so in secret—to stab as it were in the dark—and shielded from the con- 
sequences, where are such attacks to end ? 

‘The true course, would surely be to confront the accuser with tho accused. This is 
all that I demand, and to whom am I to appeal, if not to the head of the Department 
in which I havo served so long, and until now I am proud to believe with credit to 
myself and not without advantage to the public. 


“T have the hononr to be, Sir, 
‘ Your obedient servant, 


“ WILLAM MURDOCH.” 


Q. Wero you permitted to examine tho charges against you ?—No. Mr. Mac- 
Kenzie seemed to think I had ignored him, as head of the Department, as [ had not 
written to him, I had adressed all my letters to Mr. Fleming as Chief Engineer to 
whom I was responsible. All I asked of Mr. Mackenzie was to give me an oppor- 
tunity to have my case investigated. He denied me that justice, and now the 
charges are brought up against me here again by the government in order to traduce 
my character. When I went up to Thunder Bay in 1874 with two parties to locato the 
line, I had Mr. Moberley as one division engineer and Mr. Gardon as another di- 
vision engineer, both in charge of parties. Mr. Moberley took the location from the 
west line ofthe town plot of Fort William to the Dawson Road, where I told Mr. Mac- 
kenzie was the head of navigation, and ta commonce his location, from that point, 
so as to allow Mr. Fleming to select the terminus grounds. Mr. Garden took that 
part of the line from Strawberry Creek to Shebandowan and on towards Lac des 

ille Lacs. 

My instructions from Mr. Fleming were ts havo that line located to Sheban- 
down. [ told Mr. Moberly that in view of the lino of 1872 I wished to have the line 
run to the south, with a view to getting as gool wrades and as short a line as possi- 
ble, and also to the north. He commenced work on that lino, and spent more time 
at it than was anticipated, so he could not go to the north that sammer. Conso- 
quently, he had to locate the road on the gare that had been run the previous year, 
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80 as to let it go to contract; and in tho following spring we could have made the 
necessary alterations to the north of it. It was taken out of my hands, however. and 
I was not allowed an opportunity to do what has since been done. I admit, that the 
line that was located last year was shorter and bettcr than the lino I ran; because 
the work was taken out of my hands, and I was not permitted to finish it. 

Q. When you reported to the Government in favor of a point further down the 
Kaministiquia what point had you in your mind at the time ?—Any point between 
wherv the location was commenced and l'ort William. I considered the location 
farther down towards the mouth from tho Hudson Bay post was too low and it 
would require a good deal of filling up to make it suitable for the purpose of the 
terminns. 

Q. If you had been asked by the department you would have given your reasons 
for recommending the extension of the line towards the mouth ?—Certainly, but my 
reasons were never asked; I was treated as a nonontily in the matter. 

Q. Were you engineer of the Toronto & Ottawa Railway for a timo ?—I was. 

. Q. Do you know Mr. MoClellan of Pickering ?—Yes, very well. 

Q. Did you propose at one time to enter into somo contract together in connec- 
tion wits the Toronto & Ottawa Railway ?—He proposed to run a line from French. 
man’s Creek to connect with the Toronto & Ottawa Railway. 

Q. But tho scheme fell through ?—Not that I know of; the scheme is still before 
the public, and it is to be resumed. 

Q. I mean as far as Mr. McClellan and you are concerned ?—Mr. McClellan has 
nothing to do with the Toronto and Ottawa Railway that I am aware of. 

Q. However it practically fell through, the arrangement between you for making 
some money out of the construction of the branch road you spenk of ?—I proposed to 
make no money. Mr. McClellan spoke to me about making.a branch railway and 
asked me what the probable cost would be, and if 1 would assist him in the matter. 
I said I would. Ho said it was a project that might be gone into, not for his benefit 
but for the benefit of those who were connected with it. I told him I woald assist him 
ail in my power if I saw my way to do it. 

Q. Did you tell him when the thing broke down it was just like your luck ?— 
Very probably I did. | 

Q. Did you refer there to this proposition to carry the railway down to the month 
of the Kaministiquia River, and state you had it in for the Govornment and that you 
had lost ten thousand dollars ?—I distinctly deny it. . 

Q. Did you tell him if you had not been dismissed you probably would have 
made ten thousand dollars by it?—No. I told him I had lost ten thousand dollars; 
that in consequence of my dismiseal from the survey I had lost ten thousand dollars. 

Q. In conneetion with the railway ?—No, in loss of salary. 

Q. Why did you send Mr. Simpson to make this survey for Mr. McIntyre ?— 
At the time Mr. Simpson made this survey he was employed by the Government as 
engineer and draughtsman, and he was stopping at Mr. McIntyre's. He was at that 
time doing nothing, as no work had como in, and Mr. McIntyre asked me if I would 
allow Mr. Simpson to strike off that plan for him. I said “yes.” I considered as an 
official of the Government that after the many favors and courtesies the Government 
had received from Mr. McIntyre he was entitled (o that slight favor. 

Q. Mr. McKellar stated the other day in his evidence that ho had never made an 
offer to sell you his farm for seventy-five dollars an acre, what was your understanding 
of the matter ?—John McKellar came to me while I was in Mr. Mclatyre’s house and 
said to me he would like to sell his property, and he would sell half of his farm for 
seventy-five dollars an acre. I said, “ John, I do not know any vue who could give 
it to you now. I do not know any one who would take it, butifI hear of any one, 
I will let vou know. | 

Q. Do you remember having made the statement of having lost ten thousand 
dollars ?—I think I remember saying I had lost ton th ruxand dollars. 

Q. Explain in what way you considered you had lost it ?-—The only 
possible reason that I could give for that loss. is that T last two thoueand 
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four bundred dollars a year and expenses fin connection with my position 
on the survey. I had nothing whatever to Uo with any speculation at Prince Arthur’s 
Landing, Fort William or, the River, as I own but one village lot there. | 
Q. In what year were you dismissed ?—In 1874. 
Q. When had you this conversation with Mr. McClellan ?—Three or four months 


Q. How many years have elapsed since your diamisaal ?—Ovor four years. 

Q. Have you been employed continuausly in your profession since then ?—No. 

Q You have been employ ed off:and on by the Canada Central Railway Com- 

any ?—Yes. 

P 7e And you were employod by the Toronto and Ottawa Railway ?—Yes, for threo 
months. 

Q. And you located the Northern line of the Canada Central since then ?—Mr. 
Mackenzie located it on my recommendation through Mr. Lumsden. 

Q. Were you employed on the Georgian Bay Branch ?—I was for a short time. 

Q. Then, it was not all lost time ?—No ; but it would have been if I had been left 
in the hands of Mr. Mavkenzie and the rest ef tho Government. 

And further, deponent saith not. 


WILLIAM MURDOCH. 


Ortawa, 29th April. 


JoHN MAcKELRAR, recalled and sworn, was examined us follows: 


Q. Are you aware whether the Kaministiquia River has-been enterod regularly 
by the steamers this spring ?—I saw two of'them going in: the Manitoba and the 

anistee. 

Q. Did the Manitoba experience any difficulty in getting in ?—Sho struck on the 
old crib that was put at the mouth of the channel. 

Q. What time did she’go in ?—Between 9 and 10 o'clock in the evening she struck 
on the crib. 

Q. Was it a dark night ?—It was not a dark night. 

Q. Were tho range lights lit ?—Yes. 

Q. Had theriver been examined as to the depth of water prior to that ?—Yes. 

Q. What was the depth ?—The shallowest place I found was eleven feet eight 
inehos on the bar. | 

Q. Were you on the tug that went up to examine it ?—No. 

Q. Were you on the tug taken up by Captain Anderson ?—No. 

Q. Would Captain Anderson have gone in with the “ City of Quebec” if he could 
have obtained eleven and one-half feet of water?—I think tho “City of Quebec” could 
have gone in. The channel is not wide, and it is vory easy to sound it from the boat. 
I was told they could only get ten feet four inches, but 1 examined the channel and 
found eleven feet eight inches. | | 

Was the freight for Fort William discharged at Prince Arthur’s Landing this 
spring ?—It was discharged there, and I understood the Manitoba took it in. 

Q. What depth of water did she draw ?—Nine or ten feet I suppose. 

Q. Did you, yourself, take soundings through the channel ?—Yes. I went out with 
my brother when I heard there was only ten feet of water in the channel, and 
sounded it. 

Q. What did you find ?—Eleven feet eight inches. 

Q. Is that the lowest water found ?— Yes. 

Q. Had this boat that stuck gone out of the proper channel ?—She struck the 
old crib, and went on the other side of the channel. 

Q. Who was the captain of the boat ?—Captain Symes. 

Q Did you seund the whole channel ?—Yes. I souniod from Oliver, Davidson 
& Company's mill down over the bar. 
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Q. Do you know what the soundings were last year ?—Thoy wero supposed to 
have twelve feet of water in the channel last year. 

Q Did you find that the channel had been much filled up ?—No, it has not filled 
up as you can find, from eleven fect eight to fourteen feet here now across the bar, 
but the Bay is from six to eight inches lower this year than usual. There is only one 
place whero you can get only eleven feet eight inches on the bar, the rest of the 
channel is twelve to thirteen feet. : 

Q. How do you account for the vessel taking ground going in ?—I think she was 
to clore to the bank when she came in towards the range of lights before she turned, and 
had not-roum to go in. The captain told me when she struck on this crib, sho went on 
the other bank. 

Q. Was there water enough to take her in if she had fallowed the right channel? 
—Ycs ; she came out all right. I wason board of her coming ont. 

Q. Can vessels go into Prince Arthur's Landing at any time ?—Yes ; there is an 
open bay there and plenty of room. I would like to correct the report in the new: 
papers of my evidence of the name of the boat that had tu leave Prince Arthur: 

nding, because it could not land: It was the “Ontario” in 1874 instead of the 
‘ Quebec.” The ice shove that I referred to took place in 1865. As far as Mr. Mardoch 
is concerned, it was in 1872 or 1873, I told him I would sell him some land at my 
place, because I thought tho terminus should be opposite the Mission. 


And further, deponent saith not. 
JOHN MoKELLAR. 


ApPiz 29th, 1878. 
J. H. MoCzuLLax, being called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Where do you reside ?—In the township of Pickering. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Murdoch, the last witness ?—Yes. 

Q. Had you some transactions with him ?—We proposed having xome—we had 
a transaction talked over. 

Q. Had you any conversation with reference to the location of the terminus of 
the Pacific Railway at the K°ministiquia ?—I could not say in reference to the 
terminus of tho rond; it was a thing I was not sufficiently posted in. When I was 
negotiating to get a branch railway from Pickering Harbor to connect with the 
Toronto and Ottawa Railway we did not talk mach of anything else, but when the 
bonus by-law was defeated I met him at Duffin’s Creek nnd he said it was just like 
his luck—lhe was then interested in tho Toronto & Ottawa Railway—or something 
like that. I knew, of course, that he had recommended the location of the Pacific 
Railway terminus at a differont place from where the Government had selected it 
and I knew it was a grievance between him and the Government. I also knew 
from what conversation I had with him that ho felt very much disappointed an 
annoyed at his dimissal, and said the Government had not made anything out of it 
but he had lost ten thousand dollars. 

Q. By the location of the terminus ?—I would not say whether it was by the 
location or not, or through the cutting of his connection with the road. 

Q. Did he tell you he had it in for tho Government ? Ho gave me to understand 
that it was not the end of it. 

Q. Did he say he had it in for the Government?—I cannot remember his words 
exactly. 

Q Was that tho effect on your mind that he had it in for the Government, and 
that he had lost ten thousand dollars by it?—What I understooi and was prepared 9 
hear, was that there would be a Committee of this kind, and that those charges would 
be brought. That is the way I understood it—not altogether from him, but I felt 
that the thing would bo onquired into whether the Government was right or wrong, 
or whether Mr. Mardoch was right. 

Q. Did you infer that if the selection was where Mr. Murdoch had recommended 
it, that he would have made ten thousand dollars ?—I inferred if the Government hsd 
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accepted his plans and recommendations, of course he would have boen continued in 
the employ of the Governmont, and he would have had ten thousand dollars. 

Q. Did you undorstand that was salary or from interest in property ?—He just 
told me that he had lost ten thousand dollars through the Governmont. I would not 
say whether it was in dismissing him or not accepting his plans. 

Q. You were then discussing the prospective advantages in the transaction you 
were jointly interested in when this conversation occurred ?—Yes. 

Q. Did he say it was always his ill lack?—When this by-law was defeated in 
Toronto, of course I felt that the Toronto and Ottawa Railway schome was a failure, 
and the prospect of getting a coal station at our harbour was gone. When I met Mr. 
Murdoch I eaid it was too bad that the by-law had been lost, and he said it was like 
his luck, or something to that effect. 

Q. Did ho speak of the terminus at Fort William at that time ?—I do not know 
that he spoke just about the terminus of the road. I never heard him speak of the 
terminus of the road any more than that the treatment he had received from the 
Government in not accepting his plans, and of their treatment in general. He was 
very bitter. 

Q. Did he lead you to beliovo that he felt sore that the Government had not 
accepted his proposition to bring the terminus down to the mouth of tho Kaministi- 
quia ?—Certainly, I understood that it was that and his dismissal. I looked upon the 
whole thing as one that if the Government had accepted his plans, he would havo 
been in their employ yet, but as they did not accept his plans for some reasons of 
their own, which I do not know, he had lost ten thousand dollars. 

Q. Was that because he was out of employment ?—He did not say so, but that is 
his explanation of it. 

Q. At what time was this convorsation ?—I suppose it was about four months ago. 

Q. Did Mr. Murdoch describe to you any point on the Kaministiquia that he 
had recommended ?—No, I do not know anything about the river, and I never asked. 

Q. Had he ever any particular conversation with you about the Kaministiquia ? 
—No, because I never enquired from him anything about it. 

Q. Had you any reason for associating the terminus of the Kaministiquia with 
the loss of the ten thousand dollars, or was it simply lost by being thrown out of 
employment ?—That is a hard question. Of course [ do not suppose it is my duty 
to tell you what was in my mind at the time he said he lost it. 

Q. What was in your mind ?—It was this: that there was some way that Mr. 
Murdoch knew that he had some advantage. I do not know what way I never asked 
him any questions about it, but as he says it was loss of salary I believe him—if he 
had told me that at the time either I would have believed him. 

Q. Bat he did not tell you it was salary ?—I believe one time he told me on the 
train he had a salary worth four thousand dollars a year to him—two hundred dollars 
a month and expenses. 

Q. Was this prior to the conversation you refer to ?—Yes. 

Q. If it was true that Mr. Murdoch was employed there at $2,400 a year and his 
expenses paid, and thaf he was dismissed without his case being investigated, would 
you not consider that he had some reason to entertain hard feelings against the 
government ?—If Mr. Murdoch had $2,400 a year and his board and expenses and 
was dismissed without any cause, if I had been in hiy place I would not have taken 
twenty thousand dollars. 

As an enginner would you not suppose that his character would be very 
much injured under such circumstances ?—Of course I have heard Mr. Murdoch’s 
part of it and knew he was very bitter against the Government, but at the same 
time I did not know the reason why, from the other side, he was dismissed. In fact 
I felt for Mr. Murdoch on account of his dismissal although we aro on opposite sides 
in politics. I don’t know how or why Mr. Murdoch was dismissed, or whether there 
was à dismissal or not, but if it is as he states, it was very wrong to dismiss him. 


And further, deponent saith not. 
167 J e H. MoCLELLAN, 
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Addenda to Appendix No. 4. 





CANADIAN Paorric RAILWAY, 
OFFICE OF THE ENGINEER-IN-CHIEF, 


Orrawa, 11th December, 1875. 
F. Baaun, Esq., 


Secretary, Public Works Department. 


Srz,—This time last year, the Minister instructed you to take the necessary action, 
under the Statute, with regard to obtaining a sufficient quantity of land for railway 
urposes at the Town Plot of Fort William on Lake Superior. On the 10th December, 
ast year, I prepared and farnished you with a plan of all the lands required at that 
lace, and which it was proposed to take immediate possession of. I am under the 
Impression that you placed the matter in the hands of the Minister of Justice, 
in order that proper legal steps should. be taken to acquire the land. 

The land referred to consists of a number of small town lots, and I have recently 
been informed that these lots are still being bought and sold by private persons. 
It becomes my duty, therefore, to draw the uttention of the Department to this 
subject, so that, if lezal possession of the land has not been fully taken, no time may 
now be lost in the matter. 


I am, ete., 
SANDFORD FLEMING, 
Engineer-in-Chief. 


Orrawa, 24th July, 1876. 


Srr,—I am desired by the Minister of Justice to instruct you to act as his 
ent at Fort William in connection with the purchase of lands to the west of that 
place for the Pacific Railway. 
The Valuators, Messre. Wilson & Read, have been instructed to consult you in 
reference to titles, etc. 
The Public Works Department have been instructed to send you a form of 
conveyance to be taken. 
ou should, in taking surrender of any property, first report your own opinion 
on the title to this Department, enclosing draft conveyance and registrar's abstract, as 
also any other papers necessary to a clear conception of the title. If this is approved 
by the Minister, the same will be returned to you—when the deed should be executed 
and registered—the Registrar’s abstract completed so as to show the title to the Crown 
and both these papers with Treasurer’s and Sheriff's certificates and certificates as to 
Crown Bonds sent here with your bill of charges. 
The purchase money will be paid by the agent of the Bank of Montreal at the 
nearest point, on the vendor proving his identity and producing a certificate from 
ou to the effect that the land, briefly describing it, is vested with a perfect title in 
er Majesty, free from all incumbrances whatsoever. 
If you require farther instructions, please apply. 


, I am, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
Z, A. LASH, 
for D. M. J. 
P. J. Brown, Esq., 
Barrister, &c., Ingersoll. 
4—12 
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MINUTE OF AN UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN JAMES D. HENDERSON, 
OF THE CITY OF TORONTO, AND OLIVER, DAVIDSON & Co. 


In regard to building the Joint Stock Hotel in Fort William, in which J. G. 
Vickers, Joseph Davidson, and Oliver, Davidson & Co., and others are stockholders, 
and the said James D. Henderson agrees to subscribe two thousand dollars in stock as 
roon as the stock book is presented: and it is further understood that the said 
Henderson is to have the privilege of leasing the hotel for a term of five years after 
completion, with a privilege of renewing for five more ; said Henderson furnishing his 
own furniture; and it is now underst between O., D. & Co. and the stockholders, 
that it is expedient and necessary to proceed with the building of the said hotel at 
once: theretore it is understood that the said Henderson, he Veing a builder, shall 

roceed te build the said hotel according to directions to be given from time to time 
y the Directors of the said Company. 

And it is also understood that said U., D. & Ca. will furnish all lumber, shingles, 
lath, timber, stone, doors and sash and other wood work, for the purpose of buildin 
the said hotel, and charge to the Company a fair trade price for the same; and shoul 
there hereafter be any dispute between the Company and the said Henderson or 
Oliver, Davidson & Co., the same shall be left to arbitration in the usual way; and it 
is further understood that the said Henderson shall pay to the said Company rent at 
the rate of ten per cent. on the capital actually invested; and it is also understood 
that the lot to be built upon is belonging to Oliver, Davidson & Co., to be deeded to 
the said Company as soon as the Company is incorporated, for $250, and that said 
Company shall have privilége-ot buying No. 34, south of Gore street, at the same 
price as the other. 

It is further understood that the labour of the said Henderson and .the men 
employed by him shall be charged as payment of the said Henderson’s stock in the 
said Company, as far as the same shall apply, but not more than $2,000; and should 
the said labour amonnt to more than $2,000, the overplus shall be charged against the 
Company ; if less than $2,000, said Henderson shall pay the remainder of his stock 
in cash. 

To the above, the said James D. Henderson and Oliver, Davidson & Co. have set 
their hana and seals, which is understwod between them and the individual stock- 
holders, and which is to be put in legal form as soon as the said Company is 
incorporated. 


we in presence of the following witness, this 29th of July, 1875, at Fort 
m. 


JAS. D. HENDERSON, 
OLIVER, DAVIDSON & Co. 


NEEBING HOTEL COMPANY. 
Progress of Wark dane up to date 
Fort WILLIAM, 26th October, 1876. 


The vize of the first wing and easterly wing of the Hotel is 80x24; stands upon 
twenty-six tamarack posts, 6 feet 6 inches long, and all 10 inches through the middle. 
There are three sills 10x10 inches, down both front and back and middle, 80 feet long; 
two 24 feets at each end, the rest made up with 2x10 joists laid 20 inches centre to 
centre, and the floor of 1} inch, tongued and grooved. The flooring leid on the scoond 
floor joists are 2x10, and floored with 1} inch flooring. The front and back of the 
building is 2x4 studs, 16 inch centre to centre, boarded outside and inside with good 
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l-inch boards, and packed between with sawdust. The top ceiling joists are 2x8, placed 
16 inches centre to centre. The rafters are 2x6, placed 2 feet centre to centre, boarded 
on top with 1-inch boards, close, and all shingled. The bottom floor is divided into four 
compartments, namely, one dining room 60x24, six windows and two doors and hall- 
way leading into it; window frames or door frames not made; two bed-rooms, each 
10x20, with one window and one door in each room, all finished and doors hung, and 
sash glassed, window in hall finished, and 44 feet by 4 of hallway wainscoted. The 
second floor is laid out in fourteen bed rooms ; no window frames made or door frames 
here. There is also a back kitchen 16x25; frame ap, boarded and shingled. Also, 
back shed 16x25, frame up but not shingled. The front building is 80x30 and con- 
stitutes the same class of material; it is just boarded ontside and roof on and half 
shingled. On the east corner is « «cilar 30x30 and 7 feet high, built with hard stone 
and Blue clay instead of mortar. (i: the first floor is two rooms 16x24, three windows 
and two doors in first room finished. Second room, one window and front door to 
one inside door, all finished carpenter work ; also, one room and bed room wainscoted 
4 feet high all round. These two rooms are plastered and will be finished in a day 
or two. The rest of this flat is a main hallway 21x30, and gentlemen’s sitting room 
20x30, ladies’ sitting room 15x30; this takes up all the lower flat. The second floor 
is laid out with ladies’ private sitting room, hall, with door out on verandah. The 
rest is divided into eight bed-rooms, &c. This is as far as we have got until I hear 
from said Company. 


Yours truly, 
JAS. D. HENDERSON, 
Builder, &c. 


Oliver, Davidson & Co., have rendered their account. I have looked it over and 
find it satisfactory up to date. 
JAS. D. HENDERSON, 


Builder, &c. 
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REPORT. 





THE SENATE, 
ComMITTEs Room, 
Tuesday 30th April, 1878. 


The Select Committee of the Senate appointed to enquire :— 


‘““Ist. Whether the Fort Frances Lock when completed can be used for the pur- 
poses of commerce, in connection with tho Canadian Pacific Railway, so as to form 
part of the through communication from Lake Superior to Manitoba, and if not, 
what improvements will be indispensable (in addition to the said Fort Frances 
Lock) to afford unbroken communication for Steamers between the Railway Stations 
of Port Savanne (Lac des Mille Lacs) and Keewatin (Rat Portage) and the probable 
cost of such improvements ? 

‘“2nd. What will be the use to the Dominion of the said Fort Frances Lock if it 
cannot be used for the purposes of Commerce, in connection with the Canada Pacific 
Railway, so as to form part of the said through communication ? 

“3rd. What is the distance between the said Lock and the point nearest to it on 
the Canada Pacific Railway ? 

“Ath. What are the dimensions of the said Lock,its estimated and probable cost, 
the amount expended upon it and upon works connected with it, or in any way 
incidental to it, so far as is known; the appropriation from which the money 
expended upon it has been taken; whether such application of the money has been 
in all cases according to law, and whether the said Lock is being built by contract 
or otherwise ? 

“5th. And generally to inquire into all matters relating to the Fort Frances Lock, 
with power to send for persons and papers, and to report from time to time to this 
Honorable House.” . 
has examined into the subject referred to, and beg leave to submit the following 

rt :— 

That the evidence annexed hereto shows that the Fort Frances Lock is situated 
on Rainy River, about a mile and a half below whero the river debouches from the 
Lake of the same name ; that it is intended to overcome a fall of about twenty-three 
feet, now passed by a portage; that when the lock is completed and the obstructions 
at the Manitou and Long Sault Rapids on Rainy River are removed; there will be 
unbroken water communication from Rainy Lake to Lake of the Woods ; 

That the evidence also shows that Port Savanne, where the Canadian Pacific 
Railway connects with the water stretches, is separated from Rainy Lake by nine 
por tages, and that the difference in level between those two points is four hundred 
eet ; 

That the evidence has satisfied your Committeo that the Fort Frances Lock, when 
completed, will not be used for the purposes of commerce in connection with the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway, so as to form part of the through communicetion from Lake 
Superior to Manitoba. 

That, although the Fort Frances Lock would have been very useful pending the 
completion of the all-rail route had that by Sturgeon Falis been adhered to, your 
Committee considers it a subject for regret that the lock should have been commenced 
before the location of the Railway was Lefinitely fixed, and when it was determined to 
change the route: from that vid Sturgeon Falls to the present one vid Port Savanne, 
which is so far north as to render impossible the utilization of the water stretches in 
connection with the railway, your Committee is of opinion that the work upon the 
Lock should have been stopped. 
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Tho evidence shows that the Railway was placed under contract from Fort 
William (Lake Superior) to Lake Shebandowan on the way to Sturgeon Falls (on an 


arm of Rainy Lake) on the 13th of April, 1875; that the work thereon was stopped, 


and the contract cancelled on the 19th of January, 1876, and the location changed to 
that by Port Savanne ; 

That when the line of Railway was changed in January, 1876, the expenditare did 
not exceed $73,940, and your Committee is of opinion that the work should have 
been discontinued thon, especially as what had been done—being excavation in solid 
rock—would not deteriorate, and the work might be resumed at any futare time 
should the public interests require its completion. 


In November, 1875, which must have been about the time when it was determined | 
to change the location of the Railway, the Department of Public Works telegraphod — 


to the Superintendent of the Lock in tho following words :— 

‘© Close all Canal works at Fort Frances; suspend all proceedings.” 

It might be inferred from this order that the Government, in consequence of the 
change of the location of the Railway, had seen the expediency of permanently 
discontinuing the works at Fort Frances; but unfortunately, in the opinion of your 
Committee, in April, 1876, the Department instructed the Superintendent to resume 
work upon the lock, by day labor. ( Vide Return No. 88 to House of Commons, 1877.) 

Mr. Mortimer, one of the Engineers examined by your Committee, stated in 
evidence that it was at one time contemplated by the Government to improve the 
Dawson Route; that in 1874 he was instructed to survey the portages and water 
stretches between Lake Shebandowan and the Lake of the Woods; that he had done 
so, and reported to the Department of Public Works on the improvements which he 
considered necessary. Hc estimated their cost —including those on Rainy River — 
at $341,000. Mr. Mortimer understood that the Chief Engineer, Mr. Sandford 
Fleming, was of opinion that the advantages—necessarily only temporary—which 
would bo derived trom the proposed improvements would not bo commensurate with 
their cost, and the project was abandoned. 

Mr. Sutherland the Superintendent of the work at Fort Frances, detailed to the 
Committee a plan of his for improving the communication between Port Savanne and 


Rainy Lake. It is somewhat similar in design to that reported on by Mr. Mortimer, — 
but much more temporary iu character. His estimate of the cost was $150,000. Mr. — 


Sutherland is not an engineer, and did not make a minute oxamination of the route 
for the improvement of which he ventured to submit an estimate. | 
Mr. Mortimer's plan did not include a lock at Fort Frances, and the substitution 


of a lock for a portage at that point would be of no appreciable value as part of any | 


scheme which did not provide—as a railway from Lake Superior to Sturgeon Falls 


alone would do—for avoiding the portages, and the ascent and descent of the 400 fee: _ 


between Rainy Lake and Port Savanne. 


Your Committee does not suppose that it can be intended, pending the construt- | 
tion of the central district of the Lake Superior section of the Canadian Pacific — 


Railway, to connect the two ends of that section, now far advanced towanis 
completion, viz: 114 miles from Lake Superior westward to English River, and 114 
miles from Red fiver eastward to Kat l’ortage, over the short and steep portage’, 


and in some cases rapid water stretches which lie between Port Savanne and Rainy | 


Lake. If the Government had contemplated the adaptation of this route to the 
purposes of commerce, your Committee submit that the improvements should have 
een completed in time to have been available for the transport of rails and other 
railway materials to Manifoba, the freight of which, from Duluth, has cost the 
country, already—according to the Public Accounts, upwards of two bundred 
thousand dollars. | 
Your Committee, moreover, is of opinion that tho many transhipments which 
would be unavoidable between Port Savanne and Rainy Lake, whether made in buk 
or in detail, would prevent the route from competing successfully, in cost of trans 
portation and in expedition, with lines of commanication which are open.through the 
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United States, especially now that railways appear to be on the eve of completion to 
Manitoba vid Pembina. 

Your Committee may state that it is in evidence that when Messrs. Carpenter & 
Co. were contractors for transport over the Dawson Routo, and received x bonus of 
$75,000 a year from the Government, the charge for freight trom Lake Supericr to 
Fort Frances was $10 a ton. 

Your Committee ascertained that it is not the intention of the Government to: 
proposo the construction of the improvements necessary—in addition to the Fort 
Frances Lock—to afford unbroken communication for steamers between the railway 
stations of Port Savanne and Rat Portage, and, therefore, did not procure estimates of 
the cost of the great works which would be indispensable to attain that object. 

Your Committee has failed to discover that the Fort Frances Lock can be of use 
to the Dominion. The evidence shows that it will not be of appreciable advantage 
even to the locality in which it is situated. The trade of tho fertile Canadian bank 
of Rainy River, and of the whole country west of the lock, will scek the Railway at 
Rat Portage, and little or no portion of it will ascend through the lock and go east- 
wards, as, at the east end of Kainy Lake it will be confronted with the nine portages 
and the ascent of 400 feet which separates Port Savanne from Rainy Lake. The 
country on the Canadian shore of Rainy Lake is unsuitable for agriculturo; a 
moderate trade in timber and saw-logs is all that can be expected to flow from that 
region. For the accommodation of such a trade when it springs up, a lock at Fort 
Frances will not be required; an inexpensive slide would answer every purpose, and 
even that would not have been needed for years. It has been suggested that the lock 
may be of service as a military work, but evidence was not taken on that point, as, 
in the opinion of your Committee, while the lock will be unused for commerce, it 
cannot be seriously contended that an isolated lock on the frontier of Minnesota may 
become a sorviceable military work of this Dominion. 

It was stated in evidence before your Committee that the distance between Fort 
Frances Lock and the nearest point of the Canadian Pacific Railway is between ninety 
and one hundred miles The dimensions of the lock are : length, 200 feet ; width in the 
clear, 38 fect ; depth of water on the mitre sill at Jow water, according to Mr. Rowan, 
43 feet, and according to Mr. Sutherland, 54 feet, ‘The depth originally proposed was 
seven fect. It was stated by Mr. Sutherland in evidence that the expenditure upon 
the works, to the 30th June next, will amount to $210,389; that the cost of the work, 
when completed, including the cost of removing the obstructions to the navigation at 
the Manitou and Long Sault Rapids on Rainy River, will not exceed $250,000. Your 
Committee hopes that this sum will not be exceeded, as, in its opinion, the expendi- 
ture upon the Fort Francis Lock, whatever the amount may be, will prove to have 
been injudicious and altogether unprofitable to the Dominion. 

The money expended upon Fort Frances Lock and the works incidental to it, was 
taken out of the appropriations made from timo to time for the survey and construction 
of the Pacific Railway, and improvements on navigable waters in interior, in 
connection therewith. The works have been executed under the Government, by 
day labor, and not by contract, as required by the Pacific Railway Act of 1874. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 


D, L. MACPHERSON, 
Chairman. 
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FORT FRANCES LOCK COMMITTEE. 


SENATE, March 13th, 1878. 
Manous Sarre, C. E., being called and sworn was examined as follows :— 


Q. Are you the Chief Engineer of the Pacific Railway ?—-I am the acting Chief 
Engineer in the absence of Mr. Fleming. | 

Q. Have you brought the plans with you that bear on the subject of this inquiry ? 
—Yes ; I have brought with me all the plans bearing on the subject that I could 
think of. 

Q. Is the railway constructed from Fort William as far as Port Savanne ?— 
The grading is done as far as Port Savanne, and a littlo beyond it, but the rails are 
not laid more than forty-one miles. [am speaking from memory, but the distance 
is given in the annual report. 

Q. At Port Savanne the railway connects with an arm of Lac des Milles Lacs ? 
—Yes. 

Q. And what is known as the water stretches ?—The River Savanne flows into 
the lake and is navigable up to the railway station, or it can be made navigable up 
to the railway station. . aed 

Q. Do you know the depth of the river ?—-I do not. I have had very little to 
do with this portion of the line; my occupation has been principally on the British 
Columbia division until last year. 

Q. Have you been at Port Savanne?—No. I was very near it. In 1876, I went 
over part of the surveys they were then making between English river and Kat 
Portage, and I passed through Lac des Milles Lacs, but I did not go up to Port 
Savanne, I went further to the westward. I have not seen the plan showing the 
depth of the River Savanne. 

Q. Is it proposed to use the water stretches from Port Savanne to Rat Portage 
in connection with the railway ?—I do not know; it has never been proposed to me, 
and I have had no instruction from the Minister about it. 

Q. Is not a lock being built at Fort Frances ?—Yes. 

Q. Was it not expected that that lock was to be used in connection with the 
railway ?—All that I know about it is from reports. As I have already told you, I 
was occupied on the other side of the mountains until last summer. I was instructed 
that the canal would be put in charge of the engineers of the Paeific Railway, but I 
do not know what purpose it was intended for. In fact, I did not know where it was 
until 1876; it was never referred to me at all. 

Q. Were you ever called upon to make a report, or did you ever make any 
report on the subject ?—No ; I did not. 

Q. Are you aware whether the work is recommended in any report by Mr. 
Fleming ?—I cannot say ; I know very little about it. I waa so much engaged on 
the other side of the Rocky Mountains it was only within the last eighteen months 
that I had anything to do with this eastern portion. There has no report come 
through my hands, and I have not seen any. 

Q. But have you understood that the Fort Francis Lock was being constructed 
for the purpose of being used in connection with the railway ?—I understood so 
from the reports, and I have a map showing why the lock was commenced. It is a 
map of the Dawson Route, from Mr. Dawson’s plan. I now produce a tracing of it, 
(marked exhibit “ A”) which I found in the office. All that I know is from reading 
the reports. This plan shows the line of railway as originally intended, as well as 
the present located line. The dotted line shows the route originally intended, and 
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it was in connection with that line that the Fort Francis Lock was commenced. If 
that line had been carried out, this canal would have been of immense importance, 
but since the change of the line northward, it has lost its importance in connection 
with the Pacific Railway. When I say “lost,” I mean it has greatly diminished or 
lost its chief importance so far as the Pacific Railway is concerned. 

Q. Will it be of any importance in connection with the Pacific Railway ?—I: 
may possibly, and will probably be made of some importance. I can better explain 
it on the general plan of the Canadian Pavific Railway, published under the diroc- 
tion of Mr. Fleming. 

Q. Explain how the lock can be of any importance in connection with the rail- 
way ?—Plan (“ B,”) now produced, is a plan that was printed two years ago—in 18i6. 
It was made by Mr. Fleming, or under his instructions. It shows the course of the 
lino from Lake Superior to the Pacific coast. The black portion shows the sections 
of the line under contract. There is a gap marked in red between English River 
and Keewatin (Rat Portage.) That gap is about one hundred and eighty-five miles 
in length between the two portions that are undvur contract. The difficulty in putting 
that under contract is its inaccessibility, as you can only get at it from each end. 
From Fort Frances you can reach an arm of Rainy Lake on tho north side, which is 
navigable to a certain point that connects with a stream, and a chain of smal! lakes, 
which form a good canoe route to the very centre of that portion of the line which 
is not yet put under contract. That route could be made availcble to a certain 
extent, when that section is put under contract, for the contractors to get in supplies. 
There are eight or nine portages in it, and it can simply be considered as a canoe 
route. Itis the only means of access, as the country is very rough and rocky, and 
it would cost a great deal to build a common road through it. Provided this section 
were put under contract, supplies could be got in from Fort Frances by canoes over 
this route. The Manitou Lake route I think they call it. 

Q. Inasmuch as this is only'a canoe route, what necessity is there for building a 
lock for steamboats at Fort Frances?—-The two are incompatible, certainly, as 
regards their capabilities for traffic, I presume, if the canal had not been com- 
menced and considerably advanced before the line was changed, the lock would not 
have been built. | 

Q. Is it not a fact that fer the purpose of getting in provisions, the lock at Fort 
Frances would only cause an additional portage?—Yes.  . 

Q. Will it not take as long a time to pass a canoe through the lock as to make 
the portage ?—I think not; it is rather a rough portage, if not long. It takes more 
time to tranship goods, than to get a vessel through a lock. 

Q. I ask you whether you consider, it is economical and expedient to build this 
one large lock at Fort Frances simply to connect with a canoe route ?—I would not 
recommend a lock to be built simply for that purpose. 

Q. For the purpose of commerce, will this lock be of any use whatever, in 
connection with the Pacific Railway ?—Not in connection with the railway. In the 
meantime, during the construction of the railway, it may be of some use. 

Q. Allowing the Manitou route to be as good as you describe it, the Fort Frances 
portage unimproved would have added little or nothing to the difficulty of getting 
up there?—It would not have been very great. It is a very limited means of 
getting in supplies, simply by canoes. 

. And you are restricted to canoes there, are you not ?—Yes. 

Q. What is the distance from Rainy Lake to the located line of the railway by 
the Manitou route ?—It measures sixty-five miles on the map. 

Q. Is the water navigable from the point you start from on Rainy Lake?—I 
gave the distance from the navigable point from the north corner of Rainy Lake. 
There are thirteen miles out of the sixty-five in the centre of it that a small steamer 
could be put on. There ia a portion of the Wabigoon Lake, near the present located 
line that would afford ten miles more navigation. That would make twenty-five out 
of the sixty-five miles that would be navigable for small ateamers. 

Q. Have thero been any provisions tar in by that route ?—Yes; there have 
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been some taken in there for the engineers. From points further westward they 
went through other routes. 

Q. Is the railway finally located along the red line between English River and 
Rat Portage ?—There has been a trial location made which will be subject to a very 
few changes before construction. 

Q. Has any portion of it been put under contract?—Not any portion of that 
hundred and eighty-five miles. 

Q. I understood you to say that it would be difficult of construction ?—To have 
put it under contract, before the present time, would not have assisted the progress of 
construction much, because it is inaccessible until the railway is built up to English 
River from the east, and to Rat Portage from the west. Then, it could be constructed 
by commencing at each end, and this Manitou route would intersect it in the middle 
and assist in furthering the progress of construction. 

Q. How soon do you expect these 185 miles to be finally located ?.—It is located 
now sufficiently to let out the contracts, and any minor improvements in the line 
may be made during construction. 

Q. Is it proposed to let the contracts this year ?—The Minister has not men- 
tioned it to me. 

Q. How long would it probably take to construct that section ?—It is rather 
difficult to say that, on account of the difficulty of access to it. It would not take 
less than two years. I think it might bo constructed in two or three years by putting 
it in the hands of an energetic contractor. 

Q. Would not that be a short time to complete it?—I am giving the shortest 
time that it could be done in. It might possibly extend beyond three years, but it 
could be done in less than that if it was necessary to push it. 

Q. Have you personally explored that line?—I have seen a portion of it. In 
1876, when Mr. Fleming went to England, I acted in his place, and I went over a 
considerable portion of it, and touched it here and there, so as toget a general know- 
ledge of the country. As I have already stated, the country is broken a good deal 
with rock and swamp. It is a rather difficult country, especially the fifty miles 
east from Rat Portage. 

Q. Have you been up the Manitou route ?—No; I had intended to go through 
that way but the wind kept me on the other side of the lake. There are the engi- 
neers who made the survey, Mr. Mortimer and others, who know that route, but I do 
not know it personally. 

Q. Do you know the difference in level between Rainy Lake and that of 
the line ot do not know the difference exactly. I had a map with me with the 
levels marked on it approximately, but there is a considerable difference, two or three 
hundred feet or more. There are numerous rapids on the route, and some eight or 
nine portages between Rainy Lake nnd Wabigoon Lake. It is very similar to the 
Dawson route. 

Q. When you get to the line of the railway are you on the level of Lac des 
Milles Lacs ?—It is higher somewhat, I think; I am not sure where it is higher, but 
I know there are some points of the line higher. 

Q. Is the Committee to understand you to say that, while the building of the 
Fort Frances Lock would diminish the number of portages between Rainy River and 
Lake Wabigoon by one portage, substituting a lockage for it, and thereby facilitating 
to a small extent the transport of suppiies for the construction of the railway, that 
for the purposes of commerce the lock will not be of any use whatever in connection 
‘with the Pacific Railway ? —I should think not for through commerce, but for local 
commerce it might be usefal. The moment the railway is finished, of course, it is of 
no use at all for through commerce. 

Q. Supposing that the line was completed from Lake Superior to Savanne, and 
the western section was completed from Rat Portage to Selkirk, and some years 
intervened before the intervening section ‘was built, would the lock be of any use 
then ?—That depends upon whether the Dawson Route could be made available for 
commerce 89 as to send it through that way rather than round by rail through St. 
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Paul’s. I have not taken it much into consideration, but it appears to me it 
would not be a route that could compete with railways. It has not been used for 
public conveyance for two seasons past, but it has been used by parties constructing 
the lock and by surveyors. For passengers, who can tranship themselves, it might 
be used in the summer months, but for heavy freight there would be too many port- 
ages and the handling of it would cost too much. Ifthe climate was such that the 
navigation would be open all the year round it might have been well to improve the 
portages and work them with tramways and stationary engines by cradling the boats 
and taking boat and all over. But the objection to that is the climate. Six months 
of the year the navigation is locked up and it cannot be used, while the plant is idle 
and there is the expense of looking after it. 

Q. Do you know anything about the country on Rainy Lake ?—Only what I 
saw of it from the canoe going down. 

Q. Did you pass through there ?—I travelled down the river in a canoe. 

Q. In what year?—In 1876; there appeared to me to be some very fine land 
between Rainy Lake and Lake of the Woods. There is some flat land covered with 
po lar and oak on both sides of Rainy River. I camped two or three times on Rainy 

e. There is not much good land along the lake, but there is some very good pine 
aloug the borders of it. 

Q. You did not camp on the Canadian side of the lake ?—No; I was driven by 
the wind across to the other side and had to take refuge on foreign soil. 

Q. How is the timber at Port Savanne, where the road is being built ?—I was not 
at Port Savanne, but there is a good deal of tamarac between Fort William and Port 
Savanne—very fine timber for ties, the finest I have seen on that line. It is mixed 
with clumps of pine and cedar, but tamarac appears to be the principal timber. 

Q. How is the timber between Selkirk and Rat Portage ?—There is not much 
timber in the vicinity of Selkirk, but as you proceed eastward it improves. I know 
that the contractors have had difficulty in getting ties until they got twenty mile 
eastward from Selkirk, but after that they foundit growing along the line of the 
railway. 

Q. Is there much timber used in the construction of the railway ?—It is proposed 
to use a very large quantity of timber in the construction of section fifteen, Mr. 
Whitchead’s contract, from Rat Portage, thirty-five or thirty-seven miles westward, 
to Cross Luke. It is proposed to use it temporarily. Itis a rocky, heavy section, 
and the expense of construction seemed to be so enormous that the grades were kept 
high, so that there will be far more embankments than cuttings. Long reaches of 
trestle-work will be used which will considerably reduce the excavations. But when 
the rails are laid so that earth and gravel pits can be reached, the trestle-work can be 
filled up. We are reducing the grade wherever earth can be found, s0 as to make 8 
permanent embankment of earth instead of this trestle-work, whieh would require 
to be renewed every few years. 

Q. Will the trestle-work be done away with altogether ?—I fear not at once; 
but we will do away with as much as we can of it. It is very expensive making 
embankment of rock and in some sections it is difficult to get earth convenient. 

Q. What is the timber on the section not under contract ?—From what I saw, 
and from the reports of the surveyors, there is timber sufficient for railway purposes 
there. There are clumps of good pine and some of Prince’s pine. The latter is not 
a very good pine, but it does for sleepers very well. I think there is sufficient there 
altogether, pine and tamarac, for railway purposes. 

Q. How long is tho life of pine and tamarac in trestle-work?—From ten to 
twelve years or longer. On the: Hamilton and Toronto line, on which I was the 
engineer when it was constructed in 1855, some of the wooden bridges that were 
built then are standing still, or were recently. They have been repaired in grost 
part, but I think they stood some twelve years before they were repaired. 

Q. Is the timber in the Lake Superior district as good as that you have spoken 
ot?—I cannot say. I suppose you are acquainted with the road between Hamilton 
and Toronto. The pine that grew slong that line was very good. It appears to me 
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that the pine on the Pacific Railway is very good. The whole country in that 
section alluded to is rocky—a mass of rocks without any leading valleys; holes of 
swamps and flat pieces of land in which clumps of timber grow, but not continuous 
orests. | 

Q. How long will that trestle-work last without expensive repairs ?—It was 
never intended to repair the trestle-work. I believe it is intended to go on at once 
as soon as the rails are laid and continuously fill it up with earth before the trestle- 
work should decay. The trestle-work was erected simply for the purpose of passing 
the trains over till less expensive material than rock could be reached for making the 
embankments. This is the very same way the Union and Central Pacific Railways 
were built. Large valleys were trestled over which were subsequently filled up 
with carth, and the process is going on still. There is a continuous process of 
coustruction going ou after the road is in operation. We are avoiding that as much 
as possible; wherever we can find earth within convenient distance we use it for 
embankment. 

Q. Would that not keep the capital account open for an indefinite period ?—It 
would keep it open for a very long time, the capital account of the Central Pacific is 
not yet closed. 

Q. What material are the culverts mado of—on the C. P. Ry. ?—They are made 
of wood. There are openings in the trestle-work, wherever a culvert is required, so 
wide that a culvert can afterwards be built of masonry. The culverts are all made 
of wood, but they can be renewed afterwards with stone, without interfering with 
the tiestle-work. As for the trestle-work it will never, I think, be renewed after 
it decays. 

Q Which would be tho cheaper way: to take in the stone now to build them, 
or to build them as at present with wood, and afterwards renew them with stone ?— 
We could not build them with stone now. The country is 80 rough and there are no 
roads near the railway, and no suitable stone in convenient localities. In many 
places stone would have to be brought from a long distance to build even a small 
culvert, but after the road is constructed temporarily we can bring stone from con- 
venient points by rail. | 

Q. ‘I'he present construction, as far as it is carried out in that way, is merely 
temporary ?—A considerable portion of it is temporary, as a means of economy. A 
large portion of the Central and Union Pacific Railways is constructed in the same 
way, although they are running through a dry open country, but we are running 
through a rough and rocky country for a long distance, where it is very much more 
difficult to build a road. 

Q. How does this road compare with the Intercolonial Railway? It bears no 
comparison to the Intercolonial Railway. The Intercolonial Railway is one of the 
best constructed roads on the continent. Thore is no comparison between the coun- 
tries either. We had roads running along tho sido of the Intercolonial, and material 
was convenient. It would be enormously expensive to build this road in the 
same style. 

Q. How long does the timber in the culverts last ?—T should say that it would 
last from eight to ten years; probably longer. Of course, there is ono portion of the 
timber which decays much sooner than the other; that is the portion just over the 
surface of the land; the timber that is subjected to alternate moisture and dryness. 


Q. Have you any personal knowledge of, or have you ever explored the line 
between Shebandowan and Sturgeon Falls ?—On the line proposed for the railway, I 
have not, except what knowledge I got of it iu travelling by canoo over the Dawson 
route. 

Q. When the line from Shebandowan was put under contract, was it then the 
intention to go to Sturgeon Falls ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you know if the line was ever surveyed through from Sturgeon Falls to 


the Narrows of the Lake of the Woods?—1 do not know that it was, but I have 
heard, in conversation with enginoers of the staff, that the route by the Lake of the 
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Woods is considered impracticable. I do not know of my own knowledge that the 
route has ever been surveyed. 

Q. Or the route from Sturgoon Falls to Rat Portage? I have seen lines of 
surveys on the plans, but I have no knowledge of them. (Plan produced by Hon. 
Mr. Scott marked ‘“ C”). 

Q. Can you tell us why the route by Sturgeon Falls was abandoned ?—Not of my 
own knowledge, hut I have heard that the route was not practicable. 

. Q. Was it ever thoroughly surveyed from Sturgeon Falls to Rat Portage?—I 
believe it has been but I cannot say. There have been a great many surveys made. 
I understood from conversations with Mr. Fleming that it had been surveyed, but I 
do not know it of myewn knowledge; There isa plan in the office showing the various 
. lines that have been surveyed, I have seen such a map. The plan “C” shows them: 

Q. At the time Fort Frances Lock was commenced, I understood you to say that 

the proposition was'to carry the railway by Sturgeon Falls ?—I understood so; I had 
no charge of it, and I simply knew of it from conversation with Mr. Fleming. 
Q. Supposing that route to have been adopted, would you have considered it a 
matter of the first importance to have constructed this lock ?—Yes; that lock would 
have been of immonse importance. It would have enabled us to take commerce 
through the moment we reached Sturgeon Falls. It would have put the route in 
operation some years sooner. 

Q. Are there not some rapids above Fort Francis lock?—It is navigable up to 
Rainy Lake from Fort Francis, but there is a small rapid above and two Below. 

Q. Are they serious ?—They are rather serious ; the first is the Manitou Rapids; 
I speak from memory now. [ think it is some thirty or forty miles below the lock on 
Rainy River. The Manitou Rapids are smooth, but they are very rapid. It is im- 
posel le for a steamer to go up there without using a warp or something of that kind. 

hey warp steamers up there now. A steamer cannot be forced up there by the 
mere power of the engine, it is only navigable by warping up; the navigation 1s not 
good, it will require improvements. | 

Q. Assuming thon that the navigation for small steamers can be made porfect 
from the east end of Rainy Lake to the crossing at Rat Portage, do you consider the 
construction of this lock at Fort Francis of importance to develop a local traffic that 
would be of immense use to the Pacific Railway ?—I do not know what the produce 
might be; I could not answer the question. It will be a great assistance, whether 
there will be sufficient produce to require export or not, for there is a large amount 
of timber there. There is no doubt it will be an assistance that way, for all the 
produce from the head of Rainy Lake to Rat Portage will find an outlet, but whether 
there will be any produce about the Lake I do not know. There is good country 
down the river below the lake. 

Q. Were you on board the large steamer on Lake of the Woods ?—There was 5 
paddle-wheel steamer there. It was not running when I was there, bat she had been 
ranning; and the point she ran up to was Rat Portage, and from the North-West 
Angle foros tho lake up to Rainy River, and up to the foot of the rapids called the 

ng Sault. 


Q. Sho could not ascend by warping up the rapids ?-—No; then a smaller steamer 
took her wie 

Q. When was the steamer built ?—I do not know. She was built some years ago. 
She was built by Mr. Dawson. 

Q. Do you know anything about her cost ?—No ; I do not. 

Q. Would the produce raised on the banks of Rainy River, immediately below 
Fort Frances, and all the way down the river, supposing the locks to be built, be taken 
to Rat Portage, or by a shorter route to the railway ?—It would be taken to Rat 
Portage. It is down stream and easiest of access. 

Q. What is the difference of level between Rainy Lake and Lac des Mille Lacs? 
=] do not know. I havo not the plan with me. 

Q: Is it about four hundrod fect ?—It may be three or four hundred feet ; it is 3 
few hundred feet, at any rate. 
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Q. Supposing this road to be completed from Fort William to Port Savanno, and 
from Rat Portage to Sélkirk, would: the Fort Frances Lock be then available for 
commercial purposes ?—It would be available for people connected with the railway 
for constrnction purposes. Goods could be carri rough that way, but it is my 
‘opinion they would be carried much cheaper round by St. Paul and Pembina, 
especially when the Pembina branch is built. It is no more impracticable now—in 
fact, it is better than it was when it was worked by Mr. Dawson, and goods were 
earried there then. 

Q. But, for purposes of commerce, would it be available ?—Commerce will find 
the cheapest route. | 

Q. Supposing that a train arrived at Port Savanne with two or three car-loads of 
freight, is it reasonable to suppose that that freight could be put on board of smail 
vessels and carried down the Dawson route ?—If the freight went to Port Savanne, I 
sup it would go that way ; but it is not reasonable to suppose that people will 

send freight to Port Savanne, as it would be cheaper to send it by rail from Duluth. 

Q. Supposing you had a thousand barrels of pork to send to Manitoba, by what 
route would yon send it?—I would send it by the cheapest route. 

Q. Would that be the cheapest route 2 No; I think it would not. It does not 
appear, at a glance, that it would be so. 

Q. Would the Dawson route, five years ago, have been the cheapest road, when 
considerable sums of money,—in some years an amount fully equal to the whole 
expenditure on the Fort ces Canal—were expended, be the preferable route ?—I 
presume it was, orthe Government would not have made it. 

Q Following tp to Rat Portage on cne side and to Port Savanne on the other by 
rail, is the route superior to what it was by the old Dawson route ?—Yes; it is very 
much superior now to what it was when it was under Dawson. We have done away 
with three portagesand we have rail for seventy miles.,,,When the road is built to 
Rat Portage from Sdkirk it will be very much better. 

Q. When the tvo ends are completed, is it not a very much suporior route to 
what the Dawson roite was without the railway ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you mear to tell the Committee that the Dawson route as it is from Port 
Savaone cannot be wed for purposes of commerce in connection with the railway, 
between Rat Portageand Port Savanne?—It could be used, but I question whether 
it will be the best roite. 1 think the rail from Duluth will be the best. It can be 
used, but I cannot tel what the cost will be in comparison with other routes. 

Q. Would it be wed for commerce ?—I do not know what it cost to take 
through that route, bt I do say at a glance, without going into calculations, from 
what we know aboutrailways and how cheaply they can take goods, it looks reason- 

able to suppose thatthe railway route will be taken, If I were told I could do it 
cheaper by our route I might try it, but if I found it dearer I would go by the other 
route. ; 

Q. Have you male any estimate of the trade that is expected on the two ends of 
the railway ?—No; Jhave not seen any estimate nor have I made any myself. 

Q. From your ovn knowledge of the country do you consider there will be any 
considerable commere between Fort William and Port Savanne ?—There would not 
be much except in cmnection with the railway in the construction of the line. That 
is the principal comuerce that exists at present—that is, sending in supplies and plant 
and people connecte with the construction of the railway. But there is a consider- 
able quantity of goo land extending out twonty or thirty miles from Fort William. 

. Then betwee Selkirk and Rat Portage what traffic do you expect ?—I should 
not expect a large bisiness. There is not much in the country except timber. 

Q. In the oventof our sending up men and stores, or troops, will the construc- 
tion of the lock at brt Frances be a material advantage before the railway is com- 
pleted ?—It will be ¢ this much assistance: that it will save one portage, but that is 
the extent of the asistance it will be. 

Q. With that mprovement, will not the same steamer be able to carry the men 
from Sturgeon Fals through to Rat Portage ?—Yes; if the rapids were improved 
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below. I may say that there is a small steamer which plies now from Fort Frances 
to points on the Lake of the Woods. She runs down the stream well enough, but 
coming up stream she has to be warped up the rapids. 

Q. There was a small steamer running on Rainy Lake above the lock there?— 
Yes; she is alarger steamer than the one coming up the river. I do not know 
exactly her size; but, from my recollection of her, she is too large to come down the 
river. She runs from the head of Rainy Lake to the lock. 

Q. If the lock was completed, how far eould she go down ?—I do not know what 
depth there is in the river between that and the Manitou Rapids, If there is depth 
of water enough, there are no rapids to obstruct a steamer. I do not know what the 
depth of the water is; it varics, and there are some sand burs here and there. There 
is shoal water and a rapid just a short distance above the lock. Below the lock 
there is the Manitou Rapids, about thirty miles down, and below that again there is 
the Long Sault Rapids. 

Q. Rainy River is the boundary between Canada and the United States, is it 
not?—Yes; it is. 

Q. Do you know the depth of water on the sill in the Fort Francis Lock ?— 
No; I have not looxed at the plan lately. 

Q. We know that it was laid out for seven feet, but we head the depth was 
reduced. Do you know whether it is so or not?—I heard of the slteration having 
been made this last summer for a less depth than formerly. 

Q. Do you know what it has been reduced to ?—I do not remember. 

Q. You are the Chief Engineer of the Pacific Railway ?—Yes; acting Chief 
Engineer. 

Q. Is not this lock considered a part of the railway ?—Since last summer. 
When starting out, I wus informed by the Minister that, by an Jrder in Council, it 
had been transferred to the Pacific Railway. When I went thnugh there in 1876, 
it wag not under the Pacific Railway. I had nothing to do withit then, and did not 
pay much attention to it. 

Q. What is the date of the Order in Council ?—I do not knov what the date of it 
was, but I was informed of it last spring when I went out, to hav: the canal inspected. 

Q. If the change in the depth of water in the lock was male, would it not be 
made by your orders ?—Not by my orders. It was the enginee: connected with the 
canal who drew the plans, and I understood it was not Mr. Fleming who made the 
alteration. It was not by my orders it was made. I heard of itlast fall in Winnipeg. 
I think the change was not made before I went out. I had no knowledge of it, but 
know it was not made from any recommendation of mine. 

Q. The lock was really under your charge as part of the Pacific Railway ?—It 
is under my charge now. Mr. Smellie now informs me that he information with 
regard to the change of the lock came to the office in my absenceduring last summer. 

And further, deponent saith not. 

M:zRCUS SMITH. : 


Capt. James Dick being sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Are you well acquainted with the country known as )Jawson Route, from 
Lake Superior to Lake of the Woods ?—Yes. 

Q. How did you come to get your knowledge of it ?—I tool a large quantity of 
machinery and provisions through from Thunder Bay, to buid the bouts at Fort 

rances. 

Q. Did you build the steamers now on Rainy Lake ?—Yer. 

Q. And also the steamer that is on Lake of the Woods ?—Ya 

Q. What draught of water has the steamer that is on Kany Lake ?—,:t was 
draughted for three feet, and the Lake of the Woods steamer was something the 
same----about three fect, I think. Ido not know what they are duwing now. They 
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are getting a little water-soaked, but the intention was that the draught should be 
about three feet. 

Q. Did they not draw more than that when they began to run ?--T do not know. 
I was not there when they began to run. 

Q. What size was the steamer that was on Rainy Lake ?-—-About one hundred 
feet in length, and five and a half to six feet of hold. 

Q. [ understood you to say that you took the machinery for those steamers 
through; did you take it through by he Dawson Route, or by what way did you 
take it from Fort William ?—-We went first to Shebandowan and then boated up to 
Cashebowie, thence to Lac des Mille Lacs to Baril Portage, and then down from Lac 
des Mille Lacs by the Dawson Route. 

Q. Did you find it an easy matter to take machinery through there ?—-No; not 
very easy. : 

Q. Was it a matter of very great difficulty ?--No; not very great difficulty, but 
it was very tedious, and it took a long time. 

Q. How long did it take to convey a load through from Fort William to Rainy 
Lake ?—-We took the machinery---the greater part of it—as far as Brulé Portage in 
the fall, and took it from Brulé Portage to Fort Frances the next summer, and arrived 
at Fort Frances on the last days of October. We left Brulé Portage on the nineteenth 
of June, and got to Fort Frances about the last day of October. | 

Q. So that it really took the best part of two seasons ?—-The machinery only 
arrived from Hamilton late in the fall. We could have got it in much sooner but 

or that. 

Q. Can you tell us what it cost you per ton to get it through ?—-No; I could 
not say what it cost. 

Q. Are you familiar with the water stretches down to Fort Frances and Rainy 
Lake ?—-Yes ; I am quite familiar with them all. 

Q. Do you know where Fort Frances Lock is being built ?—Yes; I know it 
very well. 

Q. Do you think the water stretches, supposing Fort Frances Lock were 
finished, could be used for purposes of commerce, in the shape they are now—I 
mean the water stretches from Lac des Mille Lacs to Rainy Lake ?—They could be 
used for commerce, but it would be a very extraordinary way of taking commerce. 
That is my experience. 

Q. Do you think the expenses would be such as to render their use practically 
impossible ?—Yes ; I should say, with the cheap freights going now-a-days, it would 
be perfectly absurd. 

Q. Would it be a costly matter to improve the navigation so as to make it 
possible and easy, so that, for instance, steamers could ascend from Rainy Lake to 

c des Mille Lacs ?—It would be very oxpensive. 

Q. Do you know anything of the Rapids below Fort Frances ?—I was down 
there once. I went down as far as Hungry Hall, at the foot of the river. 

Q. Do you know anything of the rapid at the head of the river ?— Yes, I know 
it very well. 

Q. Does the large boat go down there ?—I understood she went down there and 
up again, once, but the water is very shallow. 

. Does she do it as a regular thing ?— No; certainly not. The water gets too 
shallow in the fall. 

Q. Can you state to the Committee, approximately, what it cost per ton to take 
your supplies through from Lake Superior to Fort Frances ?—I do not think it cost 
less than one hundred and forty dollars ($140) per ton. I could not give the exact 
figures, but it was about that. 

Q. From Lac des Mille Lacs, what do you think the cost would be—from Port 
Savanne to Fort Frances ?—It would be just the same, in proportion, according to 
that distance. 

Q. That would be about one hundred dollars per ton ?—I should think it would 
be very close to it. I could not tell you the proportion or the length of time. 

9 





41 Victoria. Appendix (No. 5) 4.1878 





Q. Supposing you were asked to makes contract to carry goods from Port Savanne 
down to Fort Frances, what would you take per ton to doit ?—I would require a 
pretty round sum. 

. In fact the route is not one that anybody would take for purposes of 
commerce ?—If there were tramways constructed at the portages, or if the portages 
were put in the same shape that they were when Dawson had the road, things coald 
be carried over it at very great expense. 

Q. It is not a feasible route for commercial purposes ?—No; not as it is now. 

Q. If you started from Ontario with merchandise for Winnipeg, would you think 
of taking this route ?—Oh, no. 

Q. And the construction of the lock at Fort Frances diminishes the difficulty by 
one portage only ?—Yes, by only one portage. 

Q. Was the portage at Fort Frances the most formidable portage’ between Lac 
des Mille Lacs and Rainy River ?— It is a level portage. 

Q. But there is no other two portages together, that will, by overcoming them, 
give sucb a water stretch as that ?—It is a short portage. 

Q. But there is no other impediment on the line of commanication which, if 
renewed, would givo such an extended navigation ?—There are two enormous water 
stretches, one above and one below the Jock. 

Q. Does this lock at Fort Frances connect those two water stretches thoroughly ? 
—No, the rapids will have to be cleaned out. 

Q. What depth of water is there in the river in the fall of the year, above the 
rapids ?—I was there in September, and I could walk across the river below the falls 
at Fort Frances into Minnesota, with the assistance of a fishing pole. There was 
very little water going over the fall at that time of the year. 

Q. How long did that low water last on the average ?—I left there on the first 
day of November. Taking an ordinary season, the water is very low. 

Q. So that, ifnavigation is open six months in the year, would the water be, two 
months out of the six, too low for navigation ?— Yes. 

Q. Do you know the depth of the water thirty miles below—at the Manitou ?— 
Ido not know. Iam not so familiar with it down there, but the rapids were very 
shallow when I was there. 

Q. So that the construction of Fort Frances Lock alone, by no means renders 
Rainy River navigable ?—No; these three impediments have to be removed. 

3, Do they require locks ?—No; in my opinion just to blast out the rock would 
be sufficient. 

Q. Would a lock be required at the lower rapids?—No; I think that blasting 
would do there. 

Q. Do you know anything of the ccuatry on our shore of Rainy Lake ?—Yes. 
ch Q. What sort of country is it ?—It has very nico-looking patches of land along 

e river. 

Q. But I speak of Rainy Lake ?—I have not seen any good land, at all, along 
Rainy Lake fit for caltivation. There might be some back at a distance, but there 
is none along the lake. 

Q. You were the overseer at the construction of those boats?—Yes, I supervised 
the building of the boats, got them drafted, and took men there. 


Q. Were the boats built by contract or by days’ labour?—They were first 
undertaken by contract, but the contract was abandoned, and they were afterwards 
finished by days labour. I got my provisions burned up by the fire, and the Indians 
frightened my men away. I had noither law nor order to keep them then, and I 
had to give the contract up. 

Q. You spoke of the cost of carrying provisions through, as $140 per ton; can 
you give an idea of what the steamers cost?—They cost an immense amount of 
money. I never saw the figures. 


Q. What do you suppose the steamers cost when completed; was it $150,000 
for the two ?—I did hear the cost; but I forget what it was. 
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Q. Was it fully that sum ?—I would not like to say what it was, but I know the 
amount was very large. 

Q. It is an expensive place to do work in ?—Yes; It would not havo been 80 
expensive if the Indians had not driven my men away, and our provisions had not 
been burned up at the time of the fire. We were subject to a great many difficulties 
at that time. 

Q. Have you been there lately ?—No; I was there in 1872 or 1873, or 1871. 

And farther, deponent saith not. 


JAMES DICK. 


Orrawa, March 16th, 1878. 
Henny J. Morrmer, CE, being called and sworn, deposed as follows : 


Q. Are you an engineer ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you been in the employ of the Government ?—Yes, since June 1872 
until about three weeks ago. 

Q. Did you survey what is known as the Dawson Route ?— Yes, I madea survey 
of all the portagos on it. 

1875 hen did you de that ?—In the fall of 1874. The report was made out in 
Q. Did you survey the rapids below Fort Frances ?—I did not survey them, but 
I took notes of them, 

Q. How did you inform yourself with respect to them ?—As we were coming up 
we were delayed a considerable time at the Long Sault, and I had ample opportunity 
to take all the notes I wanted. 

Q. How did you ascend the river ?—From the North West Angle through Lake 
of the Woods in a steamer. 

Q. Was it on board the regular eteamer that navigates tho Lake of the Woods 
that you went up ?—No, we only came to the Long Sault on her; then there was a 
transhipment and we took a small steamer from there to Fort Frances. 

Q. What would be necessary to make the navigation of the river suitable for the 
steamer of the Lake of the Woods ?—From what notes I took there, I came to the 
conclusion that at the Long Sault there would be about two hundred feet of solid 
rock excavation necesssry, and 400 feet of the river bed would have to be cleared 
from the boulders. The excavation would have to be about an average depth of 
three or four feet. It is very hard to tell the exact quantities without having detailed 
plans of it, which I had not at the time. 

Q. But that would only give four feet of water ?—It would give more than that; 
it would give six feet of water at low water with those improvements. 

Q. What else would be necessary to give six feet of water all the way up to 
Fort Francis ?—There would have to be an improvement made at the Manitou. I 
estimated that there would have to be about three hundred lineal feet of rock excav- 
ated and to the depth of five feet to carry the channel upon the Canadian side. If 
the improvements where made on the American side it would not requireso much 
work, because the prosent channel lies along the American shore. It is a short rapid 
but very swift, and there are no boulders either above or below in.the channel. 

Q. On what side is the channel at the Long Sault ?—It is immaterial there, 
because the river is the same depth across. There is very little difference in the 
formation of the river bed on either side. 

Q. What is the fall including those two rapids from above the Manitou to below 
the Long Sault ?—I should say there is something like ten feet fall between those 
two points. That is from above the Manitou to the foot of the Long Sault. The 
Long Sault rapids are two miles in length and there are six or seven miles between 
them and the Manitou. The Manitou rapids are not more than six or seven hundred 
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fect long from end to end, the distance would be about nine miles from the head of 
the Manitou to the foot of the Long Sault. 

Q. Could the difference in level be overcome without a lock or dam?—I think 
so. Even in the present state of tho rapids if the boat was properly engined she 
could come up, but, of course, it would be difficult. 

Q. Drawing how much water ?—Not more than two and a half or three feet of 
water. She would have no difficulty in coming up the Manitou rapids, drawing 


‘ more water than that. 


Q. Would not this excavation you propose at the rapids lessen the depth of water 
in the channel between the rapids à There certainly would have to be wing dams 
put in at intervals to keep the water in the channel. 

Q. Is it likely that any boat constructed for the trade on that route could ascend 
the rapids as they are at present ?—Yes. 

Q. Could she tow anything up ?—She could tow very little. 

Q. Was the freight that passed over the route carried on the steamer or towed 
in barges ?—she brought it to the rapids and then there was a gang of men there 
that transhipped it to barges towed by a smaller steamer. These barges had to be 
pulled up the rapids by the men. Sometimes the steamer could go up herself with- 
out the barges, but she generally had to be pulled up in the same way as the barges, 
according to the state of the water. Then when they got to the head she hitched on 
to the barges again and proceeded to the next portage. 

Q. Could a properly engined boat having power to steam up the-rapids herself 
tow anything after her?—No. Last October twelve months, I came up there. We 
started up the rapids and pulled up our boata. The steamer was tried at it alone 
with 104 pounds of steam on. She got up halfway, when she had to back down 
aguin. ‘Che engineer then got up a head of steam to 112 pounds, and she managed 
to make her way through, but when she got up she had on y 64 pounds of steam on. 

y. You said that dams would be required ?—Yes, I think they would be 
necessary. 

Q. They would only be of a partial character though ?—Not very extensive; 
just sufficient to direct the water into the channel. 

Q. Not to dam it at all ?—No. 

Q. You have surveyed all the portages from Rainy Take up ?—Yes. 

Q. There is an obstruction above Fort Frances. you know anything of it ?— 
Yes, I took the levels of it, and 1 never looked upon it as an obstruction of any conse- 

uence whatever, as I knew perfectly well it could be easily overcome by modifying 
the dams at Fort Francis. That would dam the water back so as to drown the 
rapids out. 

Q. Would it drown any part of Minnosota ?—No, the banks are high, and 
although the water has beon raised I understand about two feet or two feet and a half 
in the river, still there are no signs of flooding as the banks are six or seven feet high. 

Q. There are no inlets to carry the water in ?—No. , 

Q. Then from Rainy Lake what obstructions are there ?—From Rainy Lake 
there is a stretch to Kettle Falls, variously estimated at from forty-five to forty-nine 
miles There is one obstruction there. In low water there is a place called the 
Narrows, where there would have to be an excavation in the rock. When the boat 
draws more than three feet six or three feet seven of water, she very frequently 
sticks there. 

Q. Is it rock excavation ?—Yes. 

Q. What extent of excavation would bo necessary there ?— About four hundred 
lineal feet would be required to be taken out there. 

Q. To what depth ?—About two feet would be sufficient. 

Q. What width would you consider necessary ?—About sixty feet. [ should say 
the distance being so short a boat could get through that width without danger. 

Q. Do you know where Port Savanno is ? —Yes. 

eat Did you survey any part of the Pacific Railway ?—Yes, hundreds of miles 
of it. 
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Q. Between Lake Superior and Red River ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you locate the line between Lake Superior and Port Savanne ?—No, I 
was on a more westerly portion than that. I ran several preliminary lines in that 
direction, but I located the line directly north of Fort Francis, a section of about 
seventy miles. 

Q. Is that located ?—Yes; it is what is called preliminary location. Of course 
it is subject to changes. 

Q. Do you know Port Savanne ?—Yes; I know where it is. When I was there, 
tere was no suc h thing as Purt Savanne then. 

Q. Do you think that route between Port Savanne and Rat Portage could be 
used for purposes of commerce ?—It is possible that it could be used, but it would 
necessitate a very large outlay upon the Dawson Road, that is, to render it any way 
fit for commerce. 

Q. Would not the expense render it impossible ?—That is a matter of opinion, 
I could not say as to that. 

Q. Have you any idea as to what the expense would be ?—I should say that the 
expense of improving the road into any kind of shape to carry ten tons a day would be 
some thing in the neighborhood of three hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

Q. Ten tons is only a car load, is it not ?—It would be about a car load and 
a half. It would be a different kind of car that they would use there altogether, 
because they would be putting in tramways, and it would be trucks they would use 
instead of cars. 

Q. Do you mean that sum to include both rivers and portages ?—That would be 
by putting tramways on the portages and supplying three of them with small loco- 
motives—the three longest—and improving the rapids. 

Q. Why only ten tons a day ? Why not a hundred tons ?—If you were to make 
it for one hundred tons, it would cost a great deal more. I don’t believe that there 
will, for a great many years, bo more than ten tons a day going over it. 

Q. Does that three hundred and fifty thousand dollars include the expenditure 
on the rapids below Fort Frances ?—Yer. 

Q. You say that you surveyed the country north of Fort Frances from Rainy 
Lake ?—Yes. | 

Q. Is that a country fit for cultivation ?—On the portion that 1 was over there 
are some parts of it in which there is some fair land. It is in patches here and there. 
There is one stretch of about five miles where there is very fair land. 

Q. Were is that ?—For about the first thirty miles from what is known as 
Thunder Lake there is probably ten or twelve miles that there is good land on, and 
from that to Rat Portage there is nothing. From Thunder Lake to Rat Portage is 
about one hundred and ten miles. 

Q. Is that country likely to be settled ?—No person would settle in it. 

Q. Is it suitable for agricultural purposes ?—No, it is not ; it is mossy rock and 
scrub timber. 

Q. Are there any minerals ?—I saw no traces of them. 

Q. Is the country bordering on Rainy Lake one likely to furnish business for 
the Fort Francis Lock ?—No, not on Rainy Lake. There is a very fine strip of land 
running the whole length of Rainy River from two to eight miles wide. 

Q. Would the produce of that country go to Rat Portage or to Rainy Lake ?— 
The basiest way to get it out, as a matter of course, would be to take it up to Rat 

ortage. 

Q. Practically, would it not be the only way ?—At present it is the only way: 
if these improvements were made it would quite possible to get it either way. 

Q. Suppose the railway to be built through, sometime or other, as contemplated, 
how would the produce of this country be taken out ?—Certainly to Rat Portage. 

Q. Notwithstanding the existence of the Fort Frances Lock ?—Certainly. 

Q. What is the distance from Fort Frances to the railway ?—It is about ninety 
miles. In a direct line it would be about seventy or seventy-three miles. 

Q. What route do you speak of as being 90 miles?—The Manitou canoe route. 
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Q. Are there many portages on this canoe route ?—There are nine. Two of 
them are four miles long. 

Q. Did you take the soundings of the Long Sault?—No; I did not take any 
soundings, but I could see quite clearly. Mind, you must take whatI have said of 
the Manitou and Long Sault approximately. 

Q. Still, if you where called upon, as an engineer, to make an estimate, you 
would take soundings?—No; it can be done approximately without necessarily 
taking soundings. 

Q. Could you tell the ordinary depth of the channel without taking soundings? 
—A man can tell the depth of two feet of water without taking soundings. 

Q. Do yo recognize the plan, exhibit “E” ?—I do, but I don’t believe it shows 
anything like the amount of obstacles that are in it. 

Q. Would you be very much surprised should the figures on that plan represent 
the sctual depths of water in the channel at low water? Name them.—Nine and a 
half, eleven, fifteen, fifteen, fifteen, as marked on the plan. The obstructions caused 
by bouiders in the rapids of the Long Sault are not shown on the plan “E.” What 
I refer to as the solid excavation is the cutting through the tongue of rock shown on 
the plan. 

1. Can you form any idea of the breadth at that point ?—It is impossible to say 
now ; it is « long time since I made my observations. 
bo ae I am advised that it is a hundred feet ?—I dare say, but it is all broken with 

ulders. 

Q. Would you be surprised to learn that the boat with the small power she has, 
went up there every week last summer ?—I would not, but I would be greatly 
surprised to learn that she went up at all seasons. 

Q. Do you know Captain E. McCrosky ? — I know a store keeper of the name of 
McCrosky, and he may have dubbed himself Captain since then for all I know. 

Q. Did I understand you to say that there was, by keeping near the American 
side, a sufficient channel for boats in the Manitou ?—Yes, it is right in near the rock 
on the American shore. 

Q. Would these improvmente be necessary to keep a deep water channel ?—No, 
not to the same extent, but some improvments would be required : as it is, the whole 
force of the water is confined to a narrow space, and there is a sudden fall there. 

Q. Do you know where tho Lake of the Woods steamer was built ?—At Fort 
Frances. 

Q. Then, the must have got down Rainy River ?—Sho got down, but she had to 
stop there. 

Q. Does the level of water vary at Fort Frances ?—Very muchfindeed: as much 
as five feet, I should aay. 

Q. So that this boat, when there was eight and a half feet of water in the river, 
was able to go down ?—The Lake of the Woods steamer only draws three feet of 
water. 

Q. Has she ever come up ?—No. 

- Q. You are satisfied that above Fort Frances a very slight improvement is all 
that would be necessary ?—It would need very little improvement; it is now 
drowned out. 

Q. You are aware that the boat now runs to the dock at Fort Frances ?—Yes, J 
have gone up and down on her myself all one season. 

Q. Was that before the rapids were drowned out ?—No, when I was in c of 
the works I put in another forty feet of a dam that enabled her to run up and down 
all the next season. 


Q. What was the cost of it?—I could not say. I suppose it cost probably two 
hundred and twenty dollars or so. We had every facility there to do it. 


Q. Were you on the section between Shebandowan and Sturgeon Falls ?—I was 
on a portion of it running a preliminary line, but not since the location was made. 


Q. Were you one of the party that endeavored to find a route by Stargeon Falls? 
14 
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—Yes, I was on the portion that was next Shebandowan, but Mr. Garden was on the 
portion that went to Sturgeon Falls.  : 

Q. Then you were not on the section where the impediments were discovered to 
be ?—No, I have been over a portion of the country on my way going to my other 
work, in every year. 

Q. Did you consider that sufficient efforts had been made to find a route by that 
line ?—Yes, there was a line ran right through, up to Eagle Lake, from Sturgeon 
Falls. It was run with a viow of getting to Rat Portage. 

Q. Was that possible ?— No, it was a very bad route indeed. In fact, imprac- 
ticable. 

Q..Do yon know that of your own knowledge ?—No ; only from the engincer. 

Q. Did you go by that route at all?—I just passed on part of the line. I was 
crossing the route going up to my work. Ido not suppose I was on two miles of it 
altogether, 

Q. As I understand you, you were going to the present located line ?— Yes; we 
used a part of it as a pack road. 

Q. Were you enabled to form any opinion of the difficulties ?—No. 

Q. What other engineers were on that ?—Mr. Garden was the gentleman who 
had charge of tho party. He made that survey between Sturgeon Falls and Rat 
Portage, 1 may say. 

Q. Had Mr. Fleming been there himself ?—I could not say. 

Q. Was Mr. Munroe there ?—I don’t know. 

Q. Do you know at what time the route between Shebandowan and Sturgeon 
Falls was abandoned ?—I could not tell you indeed, because it is a thing that occurred 
in the office, and I don’t know what time it was. 

Q. Did you take soundings atthe Narrows ?—No; Idid not. It was not necessary. 
I knew what the vessel was drawing, and 1 know we were stuck thoro for a day and 
night. I know that the steamer stuck there five times that season. I know that they 
sent out a boat several times and took soundings in order to get a channel and they 
could not find one. 

Q. Would you be surprised to hear that a boat went through there regularly this 
leet summer ?—I would not be surprised at all, because it was only in low water that 
she stuck. 

Q. Would you be surprised to know that she ran regularly in low water last 
year ?—The water may not have been very low last summer. All that I know about 
it is this, that she stuck five times there that season, and that we got out a boat and 
tried around every place with a pole between that island on the parts marked “ A” 
and “ B ”’ on the plan “ F,” and we could not get a channel. I have known as much 
as four or five feet of difference in the water in different seasons in that lake. 

Q. Do you know the handwriting on exhibit “ G ” ?—I know the man Captain 
McCroskey, and I know that the man, who runs the boat, has an Indian pilot that has 
been running her ever since she first started, and if anybody knows the channel 
he should know it. So much, were they afraid of her sticking that when we were 
leaving Kettle Falls to go to Fort Francis, the Captain put ten tons out of her in 
order to lighten her to got her over. To follow the channel in the Narrows of Rainy 
Lake the Bont has to turn a right angle nearly in her own length. It is almost an 
impossibility to keep her in the channel, it is so difficult to make the turn. 

And further deponent saith not. 


HENRY IVIE MORTIMER. 
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J. WALTER Dick, called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Are you familiar with the Dawson Route ?—Yes. 

Q. How did you obtain your knowledge of it ?—I was employed in the Dawson 
Route for two years, or rather two seasons of navigation by W. a Carpenter & Co. 

Q. Were they the Government contractors for keepeng the Route open and 
transporting passengors and freight ?—Yes. 

à What year had they the route ?—In 1874 and 1875. 

Q. Can you tell us how many passengers they took through in each year ?—No, 
I could not. I should imagine they carried one thousand passengers in 1874. It is 
merely an estimate. I don’t think they carried fifty through passengers in 1875. The 
carried a lot of passengers to Fort Frances, how many I could not say, connected wi 
the work on the lock. 

Q. But the passengers who went through in 1875 were chiefly connected with 
the public work at Fort Frances ?—Yes 

Q. Have you any idea of how many tons of freight you put through ?—No, I 
could not say how many we did take through—about four hundred tons, ei imagine. 

Q. Was it an easy matter to take freight through ?—No, very difficult. 

Q. How many portages were there ?—Do you refer to the whole road ? 

Q. Yes, to Rainy River.—From eleven to fifteen portages, according to the height 
of water, between Shebandowan and Fort Frances.. I count the Fort Frances portage 
in that. 

Q. Supposing you had two or three tons of freight at Prince Arthur's Landing, 
how would you proceed to take it from there to Fort Frances ?—In the first place we 
would load them on a wagon which would carry about fifteen hundred pounds, and it 
would occupy two days in going to Shebandowan. They would then be loaded on a 
tug at this end of Shebandowan lake and run across, twenty-two miles to Kashabowie 
Portage which is three quarters of a mile long. The freight is teamed across that 
Portage to Kashabowie Lake where a tug takes it thirteen miles, I think it is. That 
takes it to the Height-of-land Portage, which is a mile and a half long. It has then 
to cross Lac des Mille Lacs twenty-two milos on a tug. You make all the water 
stretches in tugs with one exception. You then strike Baril Portage which isa 
quarter of a mile long, after which you traverse Baril Lake which is nine miles long, 
to Brulé Portage which is half a mile long; then across Windigoostigoon Lake 
sixteen or eighteen miles to French Portage which is two miles long ; then across 
Lake Kaogassikok eighteon miles to Pine Portage which is a quarter of a mile long; 
thence across Pine Lake to Deux Rivières Portage which is half a mile long ; down 
Deux Rivières Creek one mile and three quarters, and then across Sturgeon Lake 
about twenty miles. You then strike the Mailgne River at the west end of Sturgeon 
Lake. Here there are one to four portages according to the height of the water. 

Q. What is the distance over the four ?—A bout twelve miles. You then reach 
Island Portage which is about one hundred yards long, and after that you traverse 
Lake Lacrosse to Nequaquon Portage which is four miles long; thence across Nemet- 
‘kan Lake to Kettle Falls Portage which is about 250 yards long, to Rainy Lake, and 
Rn down Rainy Lake 45 miles to Fort Frances which is two miles down Rainy 

iver. 

Q. Have you to unload and load freight at each of thoso portages ?—Freight had 
to be handled twice at each of those portages. 

Q. Do you say has or had ?—" Had.” 

Q. Have you been beyond Fort Frances ?—Yes, I have been past Fort Francis 
with freight. | 

Q. When the Fort Frances Lock is complete the number of portages will only be 
reduced one ?—You will avoid one portage. 

Q. How many portages are there between Lake des Mille Lacs and Rainy Lake? 
—From nine to thirteen. 

Q. Will the navigation be good from Rainy Lake to Lake of the Woods when 
Fort Frances Lock is completed ?—I do not think it will. 

1 
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Q. What obstacles will remain ?—There are two rapids. The Manitou, thirty- 
nine miles below Fort Frances, and the Long Sault seven miles below the Manitou. 

Q. Is there not one at the head of the river ?—Yes; there is one at the top of 
the river as well; there was in 1875. 

Q. So that there are three obstacles between Rainy Lake and Lake of the Woods ? 
—There are four, including Fort Frances. 

Q. Do you know how much water there is at the foot of the lake ? -I-could not 
tell you how much water there is. The steamer on Rainy Lake drew, I think, three 
feet six inches, and in low water she was not able to come over the rapid at the head 
of the river. 

Q. Had you to tranship the freight at this rapids ?—Yes ; and bring it down the 
river in small boats. 

Q. So it is like a long portage ?—Yes. 

Q. The Manitou is the first rapid below Fort Frances, is it not ?—Yes. 

Q. What is the depth of water there ?—TI could not tell you what the depth is. 

Q. What is about the depth ?—I could not tell yon what the depth of water was, 
but the tug was always able to get down, and she drew about three feet ora little 
over. 

Q. Then in the rapid below—the Long Sault—what depth of water was there ?— 
It depends upon the state of the river. I have seen the water so low that we did not 
consider it safe to load the boat more than two feet six inches. 

Q. How far is the Long Sault below the Manitou ?—About six or seven miles. 

Q. Does the water continue at that low stage for a considerable part of the 
season ?—A couple of months. | 

Q. Was the tug able to run up those rapids—the Long Sault ?—I never knew 
the lng to run up the Long Sault. I have been told she has run up, but I never saw 
her do it. 

Q. That was when the water was high ?—Yes; when the water was high. 

Q. Does she go up the Manitou ?—She has to be warped up the Manitou. 

Q. Did you ever see her go down the Sault ?—I have never seen her go down, 
bat there is another transhipment of freight there, and at the head of the Long 

ault. 

Q. There is a steamer on the Lake of the Woods, is there. not ?—Yes. 

Q. Can you tell us a imately her size ?—Abont 110 feet long, 20 feet beam, 
and she draws, I think, about four feet of water. 

Q. How far up Rainy River can she run ?—To the foot of the Long Sault Rapids. 

Q. Has she ever been higher than that ?—-No; Ithinknot. She never was when 
I was on the route. 

Q. So that freight has to be transhipped from the boats to the steamer at the 
foot of the Long Sault ?—Yes, 

Q. What quantity of freight have you taken across in the season—the gross 
quantity ?—We used to consider four tons-a day a very fair estimate of what the line 
in capable of doing. The plant had run down considerably the.two seasons I was on 
the route, but that was what we considered we were capable of taking over. 

Q Carpenter & Co. were the contractors for keeping the route open for the 
Government ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you know that it was part of their contract to keep the plant in good 
condition ?—I do not know what their contract was. 

Q. Do you know what amount of bonus they received from the Government for 
keeping the Dawson route open ?—Seventy-five thousand dollars a season. 

Q, How many days constitute a season on that route ?—Sundays excepted, one 
hundred and twenty-five days would be a. very long season for shipping. 

Q. When does the navigation open ?—I have seen Lake Stebandowan frozen 
the 24th of May so,that boats could not navigate it. I thisk the next day it opened, 
and thep we did not meet any ige goiug up the lake. 

Q. When did it close again ? —[ have never seen it.frozen. It is not the part o 
the route that closed first. 
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Q. How many tons of freight in a season of 125 days could you pass through ?— 
At four tons a day, 500 tons. | 

Q. What freight did Carpenter & Co. charge ?—Forty dollars per ton through 
to Red River from Lake Superior. I think they charged the same rate from Take 
Superior to Fort Frances. 

Q. What would be a proportionate rate for freight from Lac des Mille Lacs to 
Fort Frances ?—Sixty to seventy per cent. 

Q. How much would you add on freight from Fort Frances to Rat Portage ?-- 
I would not care about answering that question, as I have had no experience of 
that soction of the route. 

Q. Have you had any experience of the river below Fort Frances ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you ever been at Rat Portage ?—I have never been in at Rat Portage. 

net Was it part of Carpenter & Co's contract to transport freight to Rat Portage ? 
—No. 

Q. So that you have no kuowledgo of that end of the route ?—No. 

Q. Do you know where Port Savanne is ?—TI have never been in there. I have 
geen it marked on the plan. 

Q. You know it to be on the river that flows into Lacdes Mille Lacs, I suppose? 
— Yos. 

Q. Do you think the route can be used from Port Savane to Rat Portage, in 
connection with the railway, for the purposes of commerce ?—No ; I do not think it 
could. 

(Hon. Mr. Scotr: We will admit that it was impossible in those days, and let 
it be entered on the notes ] 

Q. You admit that in 1875 it was impossible ?—It was not impossible. 

Q. What quantity do you think could be taken through ?—As I said before, the 
line is capable of carrying four tons a day during the two seasons; that I knew it. 

Q. Do you think that railway supplies such as rails could be carried through 
thore ?—They could be carried through at an increased expense at the same rate that 
we carried in small quantities, to the extent of perhaps 500 tons per season. 

Q. At what cost do you think it could be done ?—It might possibly be done for 
seventy-five dollars per ton. 

Q. Do you know much of the country on the shore of Rainy Lake ?—No. 

Q. You never camped much upon it ?-—I never camped on it at all. 

Q. You do not know whether it is an agricultural country fit for cultivation ?— 
I do not know. 

Q. How many portages are saved by the completion of the railway from Fort 
William to the head of Lac des Mille Lacs ?—It saves two portages and the forty-five 
miles road—three portages. 

Q. Were you ever over the route when Mr. Dawson had it ?—No. 

Q. Have you been over it since 1875 ?—No ; I have not. 

Q. And two seasons have passed since ?—Yes. 

Q. You spoke of the rapids above Fort Frances Lock : you say it will involve a 
portage there ?—I said it did in those days. 

Q. You do not know how it is to day ?—I have been informed that they have 
drowned out the rapida by a dam below it. 

Q. Have you been informed that the steamer comes to the dock regularly ?—I 
was informed that the steamer was not running last season. 

Q. Did you ever take soundings of the river ?—No; I have never taken soundings. 

Q. Then, for all you know, the depth of water you spoke of may have beon 
along shore and not in the channel ?—The men I had should have understood the 
channel as they had been on for years, and had been accustomed to running boats for 

ears. 
7 Q. You have given an estimate of what it would cost to take freight from Port 
Savanne ; have you ever been in Port Savanne ?—I have not. 

Q. Have you had any experience in taking freight from Port Savanne ?—I 

known where Port Savanne is. 18 
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Q. Your estimate is based on the cundition of things when you were on the 
route 7—Yes. 

Q. Have you no means of knowing what the depth of water was at eithor of the 
rapids below Fort Frances ?—I know that the boat used to stick drawing more than 
two feet six inches when she was in the regular channel. 

a Are you certain that there is no deeper channel inside ?—I could not swear 
to that. 

Q. Did you ever hear whether the river could be waded across there ?—I cannot 
say that I ever waded across it. I have jumped from rock to rock and walked across 

of it. | 
Po. Where was that ?—In the Long Sault Rapids, 45 miles below the lock. 

Q Could you point out on the plan of the river, where you walked across ?—Not 
on that plan. 

Q. How often have you been up and down the river ?—I have probably made 
five or six trips. 

Q. Had you charge of the boat ?—No. 

Q. Had they regular pilots there ?—Yes; they put on men who were supposed 
to understand the river. 

Q. You say there could only be carried through five hundred tons a season when 
you were there ?—That is what we considered the plant was capable of carrying. 

Q. Do you mean to say that the steamers were too small to carry more than five 
hundred tons a season ?—No; I do not. The steamers could have carried more— 
towed more—but we had not the plant to do it, we had not the boats to do it. 

Q. But could not the boats have carried more ?—Yes. 

Q. And they could have been increased in capacity ?—Yes. 

Q. You say that those portages were difficult; but how much could be carried 
over them would uepend upon the number of men you would put on there; and if the 
portages were improved would not that decrease the difficulty ?—There were good 
country roads on the portages. 

Q. In short, what you said was entirely with regard to the state of things when 
the road was first started, and you speak of nothing as it is now, with the improve- 
ments that have been made, and what can be made ?—The road was started in 1870, 
and I was there in 1875. 

Q. Would an increase of plant have enabled you to perform the business at 
lower rates, or would the transport be cheapened ?—I suppose it would have been 
cheapened to a certain extent. We had sufficient men to carry more than four tons 
a day, but we had not sufficient plant to carry more than that quantity per day, but 
at the same time all the freight had to be handled very frequently. 

Q. Supposing all the plant and all the boats you could get there were used, is 
the road susceptible of being utilized to a very large extent ?—No; I do not consider 
itis. You have got to handle freight, from eighteen to twenty-six times, and you 
have to shoal rapids which can not be navigated by large boats. 

Q. In the nature of things, with all the advantages you could have, although you 
took four tons a day, you could not increase the amount to a very considerable 
extent ?—No. 

Q. I think you said une of those portages was one mile, the first one you come 
to going west ?—The first is the Kashabowie portago, three-quarters of a mile long. 

Q. Then there are thirteen miles between it and the next, and that portage is 
one and a half miles long ?-- Yes. 

Q. Then there are twenty-two miles between that and the next portage ?—Yes. 

Q. What was the average time that it occupied you to take freight through 
from Lac des Mille Lacs to Rainy River ?—It used to remain one day on each 


e. 
pos How many men had you ?—We had two or three laborers on each portage. 
Q. What kind of boats did you use to run those rapids with ?—Flat boats. 
Q. Drawing how much water ?—Three or four inches, light. 
arms laden ?—Probably eight mches ? 
—-2 9 
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Q Could you use safely, boats drawing more water than that ?—No; we could 
not. 

Q. How large were they ?—Eighteen feet in length. 

Q. Could you, from the nature of the rapids, and the difficulty of navigating 
them, use larger boats ?—You cannot use large boats in the Maligne River. 

Q. How many rapids are there on the Maligne River ?—Four. 

Q. How close are they together ?—All within two miles. 

Q. And could a road be constructed the whole length, and make but one port- 
age of them ?—I suppose they could. 

Q. Therefore the possibility of transporting large quantities of freight is very 
much limited by the character of the rapids you have to descend ?—Yes; by the 
character of the whole of the route. 

Q. So that with all the plant and all the men you could possibly use, you could 
not make much of it ?—It would always be an expensive route. 

Q. You say you had two or three men on each portage ?—We had from two to 
four men with the teamsters of the waggons. 

Q. You might have had twice as many boats and men, but you could not work 
up to more than eight tons a day ?—We could run more than eight tons a day if we 
had sufficient men and plant. 

Q. How high do you think you could have gone ?—I could not answer that. 

Q. But it is very much limited by the character of the portages and the rapids 
you have to run ?—Yes. 

Q. What is the description of freight ?—Principally provisions, pork and flour, 
put up in handy packages, in bags chiefly. 

Q. Could boats of greater length than you used be navigated safely there ?—Not 
_ on the Maligne River, but they could be used on the other lakes. 

Q. And on the short stretches you could not use them much ?—No. 

Q. Would it be difficult to carry rails 24 feet to 30 feet long on boats only 
eighteen feet long ?—It would be difficult to do so, but it could be done. 

Q. Which particular branch of the staff did you belong to,—having charge of the 
goods ?—I was traffic superintendent of the whole line in 1874, and I had a section of 
the line in 1875. 

Q. Had you anything to do with the boats?—I had to report on everything 
connected with the line. 

Q. How old are you ?—Twenty-five in October. 

Q. Had you ever any experience in such business before ?—No. 

Q. What were you before that ?—I was clerk of a mine on Lake Superior. 


And further deponent saith not. 
J. WALTER DICK. 


Orrawa, 10th April, 1878. 
Huaa SUTHERLAND called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Have you been in charge of the Fort Francis Canal for sometime ?—Yes. 

Q. For how long ?—Since June, 1675, when the work was first commenced. 

Q. Was that the first you had to do with it ?—Yes, 

Q. The work had then been laid out ?—Yes. I was furnished with the ground 
plan before I left here. 

Q. By whom was it prepared ?—Mr. Fleming furnished it to me, and it was 
prepared by Mr. Mortimer, I believe. 

Q. When was his examination made, and the plan prepared ?—The plan was dated 
the fall previous. 

Q. What is the capacity of the lock?—I now produce the plan. The canal is 
about 800 feet long. It is a cutting through solid rock about 40 feet wide, and one 
lift or lock about 24 feet 8 inches. That is the difference between the two water 
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levels. The chamber is about 200 feet long and 38 feet wide in the clear. There 
will be 54 foet of water on the mitre sills atlowest water. That is basing my calcul- 
ations on the lowest water mark, and information obtained from the oldest settlers 
there, that is, before the work was commenced, although we have never reached as 
low a stretch of water as that since, I have been there. The difference between high 
and low water level is 8 or 10 feet, Some seasons it is only 5 or 6 feet. The highest 
would be 10 feet. The time the water is lowest is just about tae closing of navigation 
in September or October. 

. Is it not much lower some years than others, the whole year ?—In the middle 
of summer there is not a great deal of difference, but in the spring of the year I have 
seen it very low before navigation opened ; it is generally very low in the winter 
time, and before navigation opens, and it rises in the latter end of June or Jaly. 

Q. How long will it be before this lock can be finished ?—It can be finished in 
four months. 

Q. Have you carefully estimated the cost of completing it ?— Yos. 

Q. Do you mean that it will take four months from the present, or four months 
from the opening of navigation ?—Four mouths from this time. I presume naviga- 
tion is open there now; in fact, I am aware that it is open at present. 

Q. fs that earlier than usual ?—Yes; it is very early. 

Q. Then, practically, the lock will be open for next springs business ?—Yes ; it 
can be opened without any trouble at all for next year. The rock excavation was 
all com jeted some time ago; a great deal of the timber work is done and nearly all 
the ‘im er is on the ground. In fact, nearly everything is there that is required to 
finish it, 

Q. Can you give me a statement of the expenditures on the lock up to this time ? 
—JIn 1875-6, it was $83,940. In 1876-7, it was $54,988. 

Q. Have you calculated what it will require this year, up to the completion of 
the work?—We have expended up to now, $81,361. That includes all our liabilities. 
There is not that much drawn yet. That will include all our liabilities. 

The whole work when completed, including gates, will be $250,000, as near as I can 
estimate it at the present time. 

Q. In that you took in some rebate did you not ?—Yes; there is $10,000 of a 
rebate for supplies that were loaned by us to the Canada Pacific Railway. 

Q. When were they loaned ?—In tho winter of 1875-6. The survey was short 
of supplies and we transferred ours to them. They were short of supplies to finish 
their winter’s work. 

Q. That would be $250,000 as the total cost of the lock, less $10,000 of a rebate ? 
—-I calculated the actual cost; it will be $250,000. But we have never had that 
$10,000 refunded. 

Q. What is the value of the plant at present ?—I expect it will realize $15,000. 
I have already made arrangements for tho sale of it. The value of the plant and live 
stock is about $20,000. 

Q. By the live-stock, you mean the horses and oxen omployed on the work,?— 
Yes ; the plant is about $18,000, and the live-stock about $2,000. 

. What arrargement have you made to get rid of it ?—I have had an offer from 
Mr. Whitehead for a great part of the plant, and the price is to be left to arbitration. 

Q. Not for the whole of the plant ?—No; not the whole of it. We have some plant 
there that does not belong to us, it belongs to the Dawson Route. What Mr. White- 
head wants is, the steam drill and steam hoist, and all the explosives that we have. 

Q. You are calculating that there will be some explosives unused ?—There will 
be some left, but I cannot say how much. I have not been able to form any estimate 
of what will bo reglized on this plant. Mr. Whitehead’s son, who manages for him 
on the Railway, talked over the matter with me last winter to see if we could agree on 
& price, and he thought they would take about three-fourths of the plant wo have there. 
Mr. Whitehead says, whatever his son decides on he will agree to. He was to goto 
Fort Frances, and I was to leave the valuation of the plant with the foreman, who 
knows as much about it as I do—and allow a fuir redaction for wear an: tear. In fact, 
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the plant is so close to Mr. Whitehead’s work that it will be advantageous for him to 
get it, as he has not the same kind of machinery that we havo. 

Q. In making your estimate for the completion of the work, did you take into 
consideration what would be realized on the plant ?—I think we will realize $15,000 
on the whole of the plant. I have taken that into consideration in making the 
estimate on the total cost of the works. 

Q. But notwithstanding your plant, it will take $250,000 ?—Yes. That will be 
the actual cost of the canal lock. 

Q. Does that include the gates ?—Yes. 

Q. And it will then have a lift of 5 feet 6 inches ?—Yes ; a little over that. 

Q. Can you now speak as to what would be accomplished by this lock : can 
you give us some idea of the obstructions that have been removed between the two 
objective pointe—Kettle Falls and Rat Portage ?—A vessel will be enabled to go 
from Kettle Falls to Rat Portage. 

Q. What was the first difficulty ?—The first difficulty from Kettle Falls was Fort 
Frances Falls, of course. 

Q. Is not the rapid at Peters’ House the first ?—No; not now. The rapids are 
not in existence. There is a emall rapid a mile and a half above the locks at the 
head of the river. By blasting out rocks and stopping up the small channels, we 
have raised the water sufficient to drown out the rapids above. 

Q. Is there not a very swift current just as the lake debouches in the river ?— 
Not now. The steamer ran up and down it every trip last season with 105 pounds 
of steam on. We could steam up those rapids without any improvements; but we 
did not consider it safe. Now it goes up with only 65 pounds of steam on. 

Q What ie her ordinary pressure in smooth water ?—A bout 60 pounds. 

Q. So that you do not put on any extra pressure to go up those rapids ?—No; 
we do not make any difference at all now. 

Q. And there is no difficulty in reaching tho wharf ?—No. 

Q. Are the Narrows between that point and Kettle Falls?—-Yes; but I never 
considered there was any obstruction to navigation there. I came through the Nar- 
rows last spring when the water was low, and the boat was drawing 54 feet of water 
aft, without striking anything. 

Q. What is the depth of the water in the channel ?—It is nine feet in the 
channel. 

Q. Can a vessel follow that channel ?—Yes; I never knew her to go out of the 
channel except once or twice, when a new pilot was in charge of the boat. 

Q. Is that the same channol that Mr. Mortimer speaks of in his evidence ?— 
Yes; but he was not in the channel at all. 

Q. What is the width of the channel ?—200 feet at the narrowest point between 
- the rocks, and it is about 500 feet long. 

Q. 1s the water low there in the fall ?—Yes; we do not have a rise of water 
until July. 

Q. Do you mean to say that through the entire length of thet channel, there 
are no boulders in it that will make it less than 9 feet deep?—There are no boulders 
in the channel. My impression is which Mr. Mortimer must have got out of the 
channel, as I nevor heard of a boat sticking there, and never knew of it sticking 
there. 

Q. Has the boat always passed through it?—-Yes; always since she was built. 
Mr. Mortimer’s case is the only exception I ever heard of. 

Q. Describe to us the navigation coming down Rainy River ?—The first obstruc- 
tion is the Manitou and then the Long Sault Rapids. 

Q. What is the ordinary depth outside of those two rapids ?—The channel is 
from 10 to 20 feet indepth. These are the only two shallow places in the river that 
I know of. At the first rapids—the Manitou—there is 12 feet of water in the channel 
at the lowest time, but the river is narrow there, and in high water the water backs 
up, and there is an ascent which requires a steam boat to go up in high water; there 
is no rapid of any consequence in low water. This chute needs to be widened to let 





41 Victoria. Appendix (No. 5.) A. 1878 
nS 


the water off more rapidly. No person ever doubted that there is plenty of water in 
the Manitou. 

Q. Are there any boulders in the channel ?—No; none at all. The boulders are 
in the Long Sault. 

Q. Is there anything to be done at the Manitou ?—There would be no obstruc- 
tion if the channel was widened, but with a powerful boat there would not be any 
obstruction at present. | \ 

Q. What is the power of the boat that is there now ?—Ten horse power. I see 
from a copy of the “ Alberton Star,” a paper published at Fort Frances, the following 
announcement: 

“The Government tug here having been thoroughly overhauled, was launched 
last Tuesday (26th February) and proceeded down Rainy River to the Saalt, 40 miles 
distant. She brought back a large lot of flour and other freight; in returning she 
ascended the Manitou Rapids unassisted. There is no doubt that, with a small expen- 
ditare, in widening the river at this place, any vessel of ordinary power might 
ascend the rapids at any time.” 

Q. What is the date of that paper?—The date of the paper is the 5th March. 
And this means that navigation opened on the 26th February. I left Fort Frances 
myself on the 12th February, and came down in a boat 30 miles, and then took tothe 
ice with my dog train. The boat isa small tug about ten horse power, and has never 
been in good running order. The water is low there now, as I explained before, and 
there is not much of a rapid. 

Q. Could the large boat on the Lake of the Woods go up the Manitou at all from 
the Long Sault ?— Yes; she can go up from the Long Sault well enough, but she 
cannot get down, that is the trouble; although she has gone down. She was built at 
Fort Frances, and was run down through the Sault; but in consequence of the boulders 
in the channel it is dangerous, and it is difficult to get steerage way on, in order to 
keep the channel going down. The principal difficulty in the boat coming down is 
at the boulders in the Long Sault, where there are two points jutting out into the 
channel. The soundings there are 94, 11, 12, 114, 124, 11, 13, 9 feet is the lowest. 

Q. Is there any shallower point than 9 feet in the channel ?—No. 

Q. Where is the first obstruction that ought to be removed in order to make the 
channel safer ?—It would require about 50 feet to be taken off each point that juts 
out into the channel at the Narrows. The distance between the points is 125 feet, 
and the depth of water there is 15 feet. 

Q. Can you give us an estimate of the cost of removing the obstructions in Rainy 
River ?—I have asked the Department of Public Works for $5,000 to remove the 
whole of the obstructions on Rainy River, and I believe it can be done for that. 

Q. Do engineers agree with you as to the cost of doing it ?—I do not know that 
it has bebn estimated by engineers, but I have examined the channels myself very 
often. 

Q. Has not the chaunel been examined by engineers? Did not Mr. Buillairge 
examine it ? —He could not have examined it, as he was only there a few hours. He 
states that in his report, and he gives his opinion only from hearsay. 

Q. Have you had a practical experience in removing obstructions in water ?— 
Yes. 


Q. Are you a practical engineer ?—No; I do not intend to use any drills to take 
out these boulders at all. By putting nitro-gly cerine in a gas pipe, and having two 
other pipes through which I could run the electric exploders, I could back the stern 
of the boat up to the rock, put the charge under it, remove to a distance of about 60 
yards and connect the wires with a battery, and the boulders could be levolled without 
any difficulty; that is the latest system for removing boulders from a channel. I 
have used nitro-glycerino at Fort Frances this season altogether, and I find where 
there is plenty of water there is no necessity for drilling or machinery. 

Q. you know what Mr. Baillairge’s plan was for overcoming the difficulties 
there ?—Yes. But I do not agree with him at all. The fact is, if Mr. Baillairge had 
examined this channel as much as I have, he would be inclined to change his opinion. 


41 Victoria Appendix (No/5 ) A. 1978 


Q. Have you ever discussed it with him ?—I have not. 

Q. What is the difforence in the river level from above the Manitou, to below 
the Long Sault ?—I understand there is about one foot to the mile for six miles, 
that is what 1 was told by the engineer, who said he had taken the levels; but I 
should say rcyself it would not be more than ten feet in six miles.. Mr. Baillairge is 
not aware that the bottom of the Manitou is level. He could not be aware of it unless 
he was there in low water, and took soundings. 

Q. Had soundings ever been taken before you made them ?— do not think so. 
Mr. Baillairge did not have them taken. I got otie of the oldest captains on the river 
to pole a boat throngh with me, and show me the decp water channel. I went 
through it subsequently, and took the wheel and ran the boat up and down it myself. 

Q. You are satisfied that your estimate of $5,000 is sufficient to clear away these 
obstructions ?—I should be satisfied to take the contract for that, with the explosives 
on the ground as we have them now. 

Q. If that improvement were made, what would bo the length of navigation 
open for boats ?—Between 180 and 200 miles from Kettle Falls to Rat Portage. Mr. 
Dawson says it is about that distance, I fdoted it across there this winter, from 
thirty miles below Fort Frances to Rat Portage, and then down the railway to 
Section 14. When I came down this trip, I took a straight course, and I should judge 
the distance mentioned is about correct. 

Q. What ie the nature of the country ?—Along the Rainy River from Fort 
Frances there is very fine land and good timber on it. 

Q. Have you been back from the river ?—Yes ; I have been through there. 1 
have sent men exploring for timber. I have seen surveyors’ notes of it also, and 
my impression is that all the land along Rainy River is good ; in fact, a number of 
settlers have gone in, and it has been considered necessary to establish a Dominion 
Lands Office at Fort Francis. 

Q. Have there been any crops raised there 7?—We have raised crops of oats and 
potatoes there ourselves, in connection with work on the lock. There are no grist 
mills there yet, and wheat growing bas not beeh commenced. _ 

Q. Has wheat been tried ? —Yes; the Hudson Bay Company people have tried 
it. 

Q. What breadth of land of good quality is there along the river ?—I could not 
say, as I have never gone back all the way to the lake. 

Q. When you walked across to Rat Portage, did you go straight across the 
country, or along Lake of the Woods ?—I went on the Lake of the Woods. . 

Q. Have timber licenses been issued there ?— Yes. 

Q. Both on the river and the lake ?—On the lake only. There is no license 
issued along the river, because that is surveyed, and licenses have only been issued 
for unsurveyed territory. 

Q. Did you know who issued the licenses ?—They were issued by the late Gov- 
ernment. One of them to Mr. Macaulay, of Winnipeg, for one hundred square miies ; 
one to Mr. Fowler for one hundred square miles, and one to Mr. Fuller for sixty 
square miles, [ think. 

Q. Do you know where those limits are ?—-They are on Rainy Lake and Lake of 
the Woods. 

Q. Is there good timber there ?—They consider them vory vai:able limits. 

Q. Can you give us an idea of the number of settlers that went in there last 
season and took up land ?—I could not. I can tell you what the population is from 
- reports [ have seen. When I went in there, there were no settlers at all. Thore are 
about four hundred people there now. That is a report I have seen in the Alberton 
Star, a paper published at Fort Frances. 

Q. Is that confined to the river, or does it extend to Rainy Lake ?—it is confined 
to the river. There are no settlers on the shores of Rainy Luke. 

Q. Can you speak of the country lying between Sturgeon Falls and Rat Portage? 
—Only from what I have seen of it from the water. I have never been over the 
railway line at all. I have been over the zailway line from Rat Portage to Winnipeg. 
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Q. You said that the depth of the lock would be five feet and a half on the mitre 
sills, at the lowest water 7— Yes. 

Q. Was it not laid out for a greater depth than that ?—Yes; seven feet 

Q. When was the change made ?— ast spring or the beginning of the summer. 

Q. Why was the change made Ÿ—I do not know exactly why. Of course it 
would cheapen the expense of the lock, and atall times there would be sufficient 
water for the boats that would be used on the lake. Five feet and a halt is the lowest 
depth of water we would have, but I do notapprehend that we will ever have less 
than seven and a half feet or eight feet on the metre sills, except in exceptionally low 
water in September or October. 

Q. The depth, however, was reduced one and a half feet ?—It was a little more 
than that, but I was down too deep at one end when I got the instructions, and I 
finished it a foot deeper than I was instructed todo. My instructions were to make 
it four and a half feet, but it is now actually five and a half feet. | 

Q. That was in consequence of the work having been done previous to your 
getting the order ?—No; I instructed the men, to be on the sure side, te go six inches 
ower than I was told; but when we came to level up, we found that we were one foot 

ower: 

Q. How much more would it have cost to carry out the original plan ?—We 
saved a few thousand dollars by it. | 

Q. A good many thousand, I suppose ?—I did not make the calculation. 

Q. Did we understand you to say that there was plenty of water in the lake and 
in the river above the lock for vessels drawing nine feet of water ? —I do not antici- 
pate requiring that draught of water. There are nine feet of water in the channel ; 

ut the present boat on Rainy Lake draws only five feet of water when she is loaded 
dowu to the guard. We cannot go any deeper than that, but I think at all seasons of 
the year there is sufficient depth of water for that boat. 

Q. You said that a good many settlers had gone into the country at Rainy River, 
but not at Rainy Lake ?—I am not aware of any settlers at Rainy Lake. 

Q. When the lock is finished what will be the course of trade from the shores of 
Rainy River towards Rat Portage, or up Rainy Lake ?—The lumber business will of 
course all go to Manitoba by way of Rat Portage. 

Q. But the other products of the country—farm products for instance ?—I am 
not sure about them. 1 presume, as they will be exported from Manitoba, their 
natural course will be the other way. 

Q Do you think the natural course of the products from Rainy River will be 
towards Thander Bay ?—Yes. 

Q. By what route ?—This is the only route at the present time, except by the 
American route. 

Q. I mean when the railway is finished ?—Then the products will go east. 

Q. What course will it take from Rainy River ?—It will go to that portage. 
Should there be any settlements east of Fort Frances, the preduce will go east. 

Q. You say that all the timber for the lock is on the ground ?—Nearly all. 

Q. Where did this timber come from ?—Some from Rainy Lake, and some from 
Rainy River. 

à. Did all the large pine timber come from Rainy Lake ?—Yes. 

Q. Where did the oak timber come from ?—We yot a few sticks of large oak 
from Minnesota. 

Q. What does the pine timber square ?—It squares twelve inches by twelve 
inches, forty-fivo feet in length. We got seventy pieces in one place below the 
Manitou and Long Sault. | 

Q. What sizes of timber did you get on Rainy Lake ?—It squared twelve by 
twelve inehes. | 

Q. Where did you get that ?—About twenty-five miles from the lock. 

Q. On which side ?—On the Canadian side. 

Q. Much of it ?—Aboat a quarter of a million feet board measure. 

Q. Is there much timber on the Canadian side ?— Yes. 
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Q. Much good timber ?— Yes. . 

Q. Is twelve by twelve the largest timber there ?—That is the largest we 
required. ; 

Q. Could you have got it much larger ?—Yes; but not so long. 

Q. Can you get a deal of timber on Rainy Lake that will square twelve by 
twelve inches ?—Yes; but I found it more convenient to get it down the Rainy River. 
I did not get a stick of pine in Minnesota, but I could get larger oak there than I 
could have got anywhere in Ontario. 

Q. Where did you get the oak ?—Nèar the head of the Mississippi. There is no 
large oak in Ontario now; I know it as I have been in the lumber businoss all my 
life. Some oak for the Welland Canal is being brought from Georgia. The mitre 
sills for the Culbute Canal on the Ottawa, came from Michigan. 

‘Q. How many men have youemployed at the lock just now ?—Expect some 
have been discharged lately, but there are between fifty or seventy men there. When 
I left we had about eighty, but as the different portions of the work were finished 
we discharged them. 

Q. By what route did you get the timber from Minnesota ?—By one of the 
American rivers. We can ascend those rivers about two hundred and fifty miles. 

Q. Where do they fall in ?—Into Rainy River and into Rainy Lake. 

Q. All the timber as far back as the water shed in Minnesota, will of course, 
have to come into Rainy River and Rainy Lake ?—Unless they build a railway to 
take the timber out another way. Iseo the American lambermen are exploring that 
country now with a view to manufacturing that timber and taking it down to Mani- 
tone At the present time Manitoba gets nearly all the lumber used there from 

inneapolis. 
y Q. Did you say there is valuable timber on the north shore of Rainy Lake ?— 
es. 

Q. The engineers do not appear to have met with any good timber. They say 
so in their reports ?—The railway line is nearly 100 miles north of that. [am 
speaking of the limits that I have mentioned along the lake, which are 100 square 
miles. 

.  Q. But the gentlemen who have gone up by the Manitou Lake say they met 
with no timber there ?—The same thing has been said of various parts of Ontario 
where good timber was subsequently found. 

Q: How far have you been back from the shore of Rainy Lake ?—I have been 
with a canoe as far as the water would allow me to go into the arms and inlets of 
the lake. 

Q. You have never been back to the railway line °—No. 

Q. What opportunity have you had of forming an opinion of the quantity of 
timber around Rainy Lake ?—From the information I have gained from parties! 
have sent out to explore for timber, and from what I explored of the shore myeelf. 

Q. Only as far as you could see from the canoe ?—I explored the Islands and 8 
great many of the arms of the lake. 

Q. Did you go back from the water when you were paddling around the shores 
of Rainy Lake ; and, if 80, how far ?—The country is nearly all islands and arms 

of the lake there—a succession of lakes and islands. 

Q. How far did you go back into the country from the shores of Rainy Lake, or 
did you go back at all?—I went by water wherever 1 explored. 

ow far did you go back by water ?—I suppose | was gone a week on the 
expedition: | 

Q. Up what streams did you go, or did you go up any ?—I went up the 
Manitou. | 

Q. How far did you go up the Manitou ?—I went up until I came wo the rapid. 

Q. How many miles ?—I was gone a day. 

Q. Did you go ashore there ?—I went ashore to look at the timber. | 

Q. How far did you go back ?—I did not go farther than throe or four miles till 
I struck another lake. 
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Q. Then your knowledge of the timber country is very much confined ?—I have 
sent out explorers there in addition to what I explored myself. 

Q. What other streams did you go up, besides the Manitou ?—I could not give 
you the names, because they,*were not named. I went from lake to lake and from 


point to point. 

Q. Did you go up any other streams besides the Manitou ?—Yes; but I could not 
give their names. + 

Q. How far up those streams did you go?—I suppose altogether I went a hun- 
dred miles from Fort Frances. 

Q. Did you go to the head of any stream, or the head of any lake ?—No; I never 
went to the head of any one stream, because it is all streams and lakes thero. I had 
to avoid taking timber off Mr. Fowler’s limits, and wherever I found that he had 
taken 6 or 10 or 20 square miles, we avoided those places and went to others to look 
for timber. He has timber on the Manitou, and that is the reason why I did not 
ascend that river any farther than the rapids. 

Q. Did you go a day’s journey up each stream ?—The country is a continuation 
of lakes as far back, I understand, as the railway line, so that there is as mach water 
as land. There are a great many of the lakes and rivers not laid down in the map. 

Q. Bat did you leave your canoe to go back into the country any distance ?—Nüot 
very much. 

Q. Did you go any distance ?—Only to make a portage. I was not exploring 
for that timber any farther than to get what I wanted in thelmost convenient places. 

Q. From what point did you make an exploration back into the country ?—I did 
ni go pack, but I saw a large quantity of timber along the shore of Rainy Lake and 

iny River. 

à. You did not search into the interior ?—No; I did not lead you to believe that 
I was back into the intcrior. I said, from the fact of several hundred miles being 
taken up by lumbermen for timber limits, I assumed that there was timber in thare. 
c Q. id you see enough timber to convince you that it was a timber country ?— 

ortainly. 

Q. Where did you see it ?—In going through the chain ofilakes, the Lake of the 
Woods and Rainy Lake, and seeing the timber on the islands. . 

Q. Is there timber on the Islands of Rainy Lake ?—Yes. 

Q. On what Island ?—An island called Sandy Point, for instance. 

Q. Where is it?—About twenty-five miles from Fort Frances. Mr. Fowler 
has taken that Island in his limit for the timber. When I commenced cutting pine 
on it, he stopped me. 

Was much of the timber you saw from Rainy Lake burnt ?—I think not. 
There are not many settlers in there, and, of course, it could not have been burnt 
much. 


Q. How far could you venture by water through that country ?—I think I © 


could travel through that country from one end to the other with a canoe. All the 
timber explorers in there take their canoes with them. 

Q. Is there any parallel between that country and the timber country on the 
Ottawa ?—There is no parallel at all, because that is a country cut up by water 
without any large body of land to explore. I think my knowledge of it would be 
very full, without going ashore, and I have explored a great deal for timber. IfI 
were going to take a timber limit in there, I should be pertectly satified to explore it 
in My canoe. 

. Did you see much land fit for settlement on Rainy Lake ?—Not in the part of 
the country I am speaking of now. 

Q. Have you been in charge of the works at Fort Frances since their commence- 
ment ?—Yes. 

Q. Can you give us a copy of the letter you addressed to the Commissionor of 
Public Works, on the first of May, 1875, which, although referred to by Mr. Braun, is 
not in the printed return ?—I think so, but I have not got it here with me. 

Q: Did you receive a telegram from the Department of Pablic Works, November, 
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1876, telling you to close the work on the canal ?—T did. That was the time to whieh 
I referred in my evidence when the Canada Pacific Railway Survey required our 
supplies in order to finish that winter’s work, and the work on the was stopped 
in consequence. ‘The ten thousand dollars I have referred to covers the amount of 
supplies handed over to Mr. Rowan at that time. 

Q. Was it the intention of the Department that the suspension should be tem- 

rary or permanent?—Temporary; because, on the opening of navigation, I was 
instructed to go on with the works again. 

Q. What was the actual expenditure at that time?—About eighty thousand 

-dollars. It was Mr. Rowan who gave me instructions from Mr. Fleming to hand 
over the supplies. 

Q. Who told you that the suspension was temporary ?—I think Mr. Rowan told 
me that it was merely to borrow the supplies and men for the survey, as there was 
no hurry for the lock, but there was for the location of the line. 

Q. That was about the time the location was changed from Shebandowan ?—I 

-do not know. 

Q. Was the question of the discontinuance of the works at Fort Frances ever 
discussed with you before that ?—No. 

Q. Not at the time the location of the railway was changed ?—Not at any 
time. 

Q. And there never was any hesitation with respect to the finishing of the work, 
that you know of ?—No; except at the time I have told you of that we were ordered 
to stop work, and to give ovor our supplies and mien for the survey; but in the spring 
I commenced work again. 

Q. When did you absolutely begin the work again ?—The following July— 

Q. I see several misprints with regard to dates and names in the printed Report of 
the correspondence brought down—You resumed work, and I see by a letter of Mr. 
Braun, dated April 18th, he instructs you as follows:—<I am to authorize you to 
resume work on the said lock by day labor, and to request that you will submit to 
the Department an estimate of the probable monthly expenditure for the next 
twelve months.” Did you do so ?—I did so. 

Q. And the men were actually at work again in July ?—We went up in June 
over the Dawson Route, and we were at work in July. 

Q. Did you see the Minister of Public Works when yon were here that winter? 
—It is altogether likely I did. 

Q. Do you recollect whether you did or did not ?—In reference to that matter | 
think I had an interview with Mr. Fleming and the Minister, as well as with Mr. 
Trudeau, about the estimated amount required. I received my instructions principally 
from Mr. Trudeau or Mr. Fleming. 

Q. Was the advisability of proceeding with the work discussed at all ?—Not ia 
my presence. 

Q. Did no official discuss that with you ?—No. 

Q. With Mr. Fleming or any other engineer ?—No; and I never had any idea 
that the work was stopped altogether. 

Q. And you had no reason to believe that it was in contemplation at the time to 
stop it altogether ?—No. The whole of my instructions are there, except the verbal 
instructions I received from Mr. Fleming, through Mr. Rowan, which was to the 
effect that I should hand over the supplies and men to him. 

Q. And you did not consider that a final suspension of the work ?—No. 

Q. Had you the superintendence of the works at Fort Pelly as well as at Fort 
Frances ?—I commenced Fort Pelly before I commenced the Fort Frances Lock. 

Q. Had you the superintendence of the buildings at Fort Pelly ?—Yes. 

Q. And they were commenced and carried out under your superintendence ?— 
Yes. I worked there until they were nearly completed, and then I commenced at 
Fort Frances. 

Q. Then, after Fort Pelley was abandoned, you were sent to Battleford ?— 
Yes; but Fort Pelly is not abandoned. 

28 








41 Victoria. Appendix (No 5.) A. 1873 





Q. How long did it take you to travel from the one to the other—that is, Fort 
Francis Canal to Fert Pelly ?—Eight or nine days. 

Q. And from Fort Fran :es to Battleford ?—Fifteen days and a half. 

Q. Did you ever do it in twelve days from Winnipeg ?—I have done it in twelve 
days and a half. The longest time I ever occupied was fifteen days. 

Q. Did you travel night and day ?—I generally travelled fifteen or sixteen hours 
a day, as I travelled light, in a waggon or on horseback. 

Q. Did you transfer any of the materials from Fort Frances to the Saskat- 
hewan. 

Did you transfer a steam tug to the Saskatchewan ?—Yes; from Lake of the Woods.. 

Q. How did you take it across from Lake of the Woods ?—It was taken on tracks. 
to Red River over the North-West Angle road ; it was a small boat. 

Q. What was the power of it?—About ten horse power. 

Q. Where is that boat now ?—At Battleford, or a short distance above it. 

Q. Has she been running there ?—-Yes; she was used for towing lumber down 
to the works. 

Q. What distance does she run above Battleford ?-—About four hundred miles. 
She has gone up two hundred miles further than any other boat ever went before. 

Q. How many trips has she made ?—I do not know. 

Q. Has she made more than one?—Yes; I think she has made two or three- 
round trips four hundred miles above Battleford ; that is the distance by water, not 
by land. By land it is between three and four hundred miles; the difference is in 
consequence of the winding nature of the river. | 

Q. Did she tow your lumber down ?—Yes, and took our provisions up. 

Q. To what place does she go ?—To about 50 miles above Edmonton. 

Q. Is there continuous navigation there during the summer season ?—Yes. The- 
best part of the river is from Battleford up. 

. Did you bring the lumber down in cribs or in boats ?—In flat boats. 

Q. Did you lose any of it ?—Yes. 

Q. How much ?—We lost about 60 or 70 thousand feet by a rise of water of 20: 
feet in one night, caused by the melting of the snow in the Rocky Mountains. We 
had the cribs tied up one night to the wharf and the river rose and swept away our 
wharf, cribs and everything ; and nearly took our mill away also. 

Q. What is the width of the river there ?—Some places half a mile and some-. 
places more. 

Q. What was the cost of lumber at Battleford ?—We manufactured it. 

Q. What did it cost, board measure, to manufacture it?—I could not say that, 
without looking at the accounts. It was the first lumber operations in that part of the- 
country, and of course it was necessarily expensive; I should require some little time 
to make a calculation. I knew we had to get the lumber and it was impossible for 
any man to calculate its cost beforehand. 

Q. What was your idea that it would cost ?—Fifty dollars a thousand was my" 
idea beforehand. 

Q. But it cost you nearly twice that ?—I would not say that it did. 

Q. Were you not offered a supply of lumber for your requirements at Battle- 
ford ?—No; it could not be offered, because it is not in that part of the country. 

Q. Did not a Captain Moore offer to supply you with lumber ?— He did not, and 
he could not if he tried. He could not bring it up the river without very great 
expense. 

PO. And you say he never offered to supply you ?-—He did not. ' 

Q. He told me himself that he offered it to you at 860 a thousand ?—My impres- 
sion is, that I never saw Captain Moore before I got out the lumber. 
© Q. What did it cost you to take the steamer over from the Lake of the Woods. 
to Red River ?—Between $300 and $400. 

Q. Did you not pay more than that for it ?—No. 

Q. Did you not make a contract for it ?—I made a contract at first for 6800. In: 
fact, I first gave a man a contract for it, and then I hired him to work on the canal. 
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Subsequently, he transferred the contract to another man for $300, and he was not 
getting on as fast [ thought necessary, and I put on men to assist him. 

Q. Who did you give the contract to first?—A man named Thompson, of the 
firm of Carpenter & Co. He got nothing out of it at all, as he transferred it to 
another man named Anderson. 

Q. Have you got Anderson’s receipts for the money ?— Yes. 

Q. To what account did you charge the transportation of this steamer ?—I 
charged it to Battleford account. 

. Did you credit Fort Frances Lock account with the steamer ?— No; it did not 
belong to Fort Frances. I borrowed it from the Dawson route. It was of no use 
there, The tug was laid up, and [ asked the Minister to be ullowed to use it on the 
Saskatchewan. 

Q. Were Government horses employed to take it across to Red River ?—No. I 
had not a horse on the North-West Angle route at all. I never had any there, except 
the team I drove myself. 

Q. Was it $300 or $600 that was paid ?—Three hundred dollars. 

Q. And that was paid to Mr. Anderson ?—Yes, that was paid to Mr. Anderson. 
‘The accounts are in the Department and will show for themselves. 

Q. And you think the receipt was signed by Mr. Anderson ?—Yes; and the 
cheque was payable to Mr. Anderson. 

Q. But you will not swear positively that the money was paid to him ?—Yes, I 
think Ican. Mr. Anderson was there when the settlement took place. He had to 
divide the money up with half a dozen other people who had assisted him, and from 
whom he had hired teams to take the tug over. He might have given me orders to 
pay some of his men, which I would deduct from the total amount. 

- Q. Did the money really go to him or to Mr. Thompson ?—It went to the men 
who did the work—Mr. Anderson and his teamsters. 

Q. Did the money go to Mr. Anderson or to Mr. Thompson ?—I am not aware 
that it went to Mr. Thompson. I presume it went to Mr. Anderson. 1 do not know 
what Mr. Thompson had to do with it. 

Q. But you are not positive who the money went to?—-I am positive I settled 
with Mr. Anderson, and I have his receipt. 

Q. Do you know, as a fact, that the money went to Mr. Anderson ?—Yes I 
-believe that the money went to Mr. Anderson. I might have paid orders of his pre- 
viously, but the accounts will show for themselves. My impression is that I gave 
Mr. Anderson a cheque for the balance after deducting the orders, and he signed the 
receipt for $300. 

Can you say, from your own knowledge, that the money went to Mr. Ander- 
-80n ?—That is a hard question to answer, because I do not know how much came to 
Mr. Anderson, as he had to hire other men to help him. 

Q. Did you give him the money ?—I gave him a cheque. I never paid out any 
‘money there, except in small quantities. I did not expect to be examined on this 
point, and in so many transactions one cannot remember all the details. 

y Q. Were there Government stores at Fort Frances for supplying the workmen? 
— Yes. 

Q. Were tho stores kept by the Government ?—At the first start they were, 
because there were no other traders there at the time. 

Q. How long did that arrangement continue ?—Until about a year ago last 
spring, when the traders who came in there complained of the Government keeping 
.a store ; so [ordered no more stock, and I transferred all the goods kept for sale to 
the men, to another man in exchange for provisions. 

Q To whom did you transfer the stock ?—To a man named Wilson. And since 
that time we have not kept anything for sate for the men at all. I had a good deal of 

bother with the accounts, and was anxious to get out of it. I made an offer of the 
business to one or two parties there, and Mr. Wilson was the only one who seemed 
. desirous to go into it. I left the transaction to the paymaster ahd my assistant to 
: settle, and I believe the arrangement was carried out all right. ; 
30 








41 Victoria. Appendix (No. 5.) A 1878 





Q. How do the men get their supplies new ?—They get orders on the traders 
that are there now, just as they require them. The Hudson Bay Company have a 
store there, and there are other traders there; 80 that if a man wants to get a pair of 
boots, or any other article, he asks for an order on a trader. On pay-day the pay- 
master gives the trader x cheque for the amount of the orders, and they are deducted 
from the men’s accounts at the rame time. 

Q. How often do you make a settlement ?—The men get money as they require 
it, also to send to their families, and we endeavor to settle up once in every three 
months. 

Q. So that there is, sometimes, a considerable amount outstanding ?—Yes; some- 
times there is a considerable amount outstanding in advances on account. 

Q. What amount is there outstanding at the quarterly settlement ?—It would be 
considerable, sometimes. 

Q. You have no bank there, of course?—No; we pay by cheques on the Ontario 
Bank at Winnipeg. 

Q. What amount do you think there would be outstanding quarterly, or say at 
the 30th June last, that would not appear in the Public Accounts ?—Sometimes it 
would amount altogether to ten thousand dollars, perhaps. I cannot speak exactly 
on that point. 

Q. Do you mean in these store orders ?—I mean wages and orders altogether. 
The paymaster becomes responsible for the store accounts. 

. How often do you settle your wages ?—Once in three months. 

Q. So that the whole of the three months’ accounts would be outstanding at the 
end of that time ?—Sometimes. Sometimes single men did not care to take their 
money at all until settling day. Being so far away from the bank it is difficult to 
manage those things. We cannot take the money in there, and if the men do not 
get cheques or store orders they would grumblo. Sometimes the single men do not 
draw their wages quarterly, but let them run on. 

Q. So that it is more likely there would be more than a quarter's wages due than 
that there would be less than that amount ?—No; it would not. I think I could give 
the balance due on the 31st December. 

Q. Did the same system prevail at Battleford ?—Yes. In all interior works of 
that kind we have adopted the same principle. When we take men back four or five 
hundred miles into the interior we have to satisfy their wants by giving them either 
orders or cheques. If we did not do that sort of thing they would be dissatisfied. 

And the further examination of this witness is postponed until to-morrow. 


Orrawa, 15th April. 
Hua SUTHERLAND reappeared and continued his examination as follows :— 


Q. Have you given any consideration to the mode of improving the portages on 
what is called the Dawson Route with a view of utilizing the Fort Frances Lock ?— 
have. 
L Q. Have you prepared any proposition or scheme to submit to the Minister ?— 
bave. | 
Q. Explain to the Committee the improvements you have recommendod, and 
their cost ; in the first place do you estimate in your proposition to utilize the two 
lines of railway, one from Fort William to Port Savanne, and the other from Rat 
Portage to Red River ?—That is part of the plan I propose. 
Q. Explain how youu arranged in reference to the portages ?—I propose to put 
tramways on the portages between Port Savanne and Kettle Falls. 
Q. What is the length of those tramways ; what is the first point from Port 
Savanne going west ?—From Port Savanne to the foot of Lac des Mille Lacs and Baril 
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Q. What sort of navigation is there thers ?—Navigation is good ; 44 feet at all 
Seasons. 

Q. Are boats on that now ?—Yes. 

Q. Steamboats ?—Yes ; tag and barges. 

Q. When you came to the foot of Lac des Mille Lacs what obstruction do you 
reach first ?—A small portage called Baril Portage. 

Q. What is its length ?—About + mile. Then there is a lake called Baril Lake. 

Q. Give us a general view of your proposition ?—I proposed to put tramways 
on all these portages, and use narrow gauge horse-cars of five tons, and run those 
cars across the portages on the barges, and not tranship until we reach the head of 
Rainy Lake. By putting barges on Rainy Lake and Lake of the Woods there is no 
necessity fur transhipment there, even. But as there are two large steamers on 
those lakes that would form a daily line for traffic, I do not believe it is necessary to 
put barges on there at present. So that between Port Savanno and Rat Portage 
there would be one transhipment after the completion of Fort Francis Lock. 

Q. How far would these steamers run ?-—From the head of Rainy Lake through 
Rainy River, through Lake of the Woods to Rat Portage, a distance of two hundred 
miles. 

Q. When the contemplated improvements that you spoke of the other day in 
your evidence are completed, that is, the removal of the obstruction, and the com- 
pletion of the lock, is there no other obstruction between Kettle Falls and Rat Por- 
tage ?—Save what I have mentioned in my evidence, no other. ’ 

Q. You havo estimated that the obstructions other than what this lock over- 
comes will cost about $5,000 ?—Yes. 

Q. Will the present barges be equal to the carriage of the freight over that 
route ?—I pro to utilize the present barges as far as French Portage, about half 
way between Kettle Falls and Port Savanne, and use the three large tugs that are on 
the route at present. 

Q. Give us the details, commencing at the foot of Lac des Mille Lacs and reaching 
tLe first portage. What are the difficulties that will affect the construction of the 
narrow gauge horse car route, such as you speak of ?—There is nothing very difficult. 
There will be very little grading done. I have an estimate of the quantities for 4 
tram way. There is very little tall between the two lakes, only about 2 feet 9 
inches. 

Q. What is the next stretch of navigation ?—Baril Lake. 

Q. What is the length of navigation there ?—About eight miles. Then there is 
Brulé Portage. 

Q. Are boats on this lake ?—Yes; there are boats on all those lakes. 

1 &- What is the length of Brulé Portage ?—About the same length as the other, 
mile. 

Q. Is there any obstruction there to your proposed scheme ?—There is no obstruc- 
tion. Where the difference of a level is too great to use the present road, we propose 
putting in trestle work, for which I have calculated. 

Q. What is the fall there ?—There is a fall of 17 feet 2 inches. That is going west. 

à Q. What is the lake you come to then ?—Windegoostogoon Lake. About twelve 
miles. 

Q. What is the depth of water on that lake ?—I assumo that we can get 44 fect 
navigation everywhere. In low water there is a great deal more in some lakes than in 
others. Ido not think there is any difficulty in getting that throughout. I judge 
80 from the boats that are being used there now. 

Q. Do the boats that navigate there now have any difficalty ?— There is no diff- 
culty with a proper pilot. French Portage is the next difficulty. 

Q. What is its length ?—It is 1j mile by the present route. I may state, in order 
to get easy grades, we will have to lengthen this po to 2% miles. Then we come 
to a lake called Koogassikok, about 15 miles, after which Pine Portage is reached. 

Q. What is the fall at French Portage ?—About 110 feet. ‘Fhe length of tram- 
way there would be 23 miles, or perhaps a little ovor that. 
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‘Q. What is the length of Pine Portage ?—There aro two portages these—the 
Pine Portage [and ‘the Deux Riviére Portage we propose to put into one, 80 43 
to save one portage. It will make the portage 34 miles long. At present it consists 
of portages, each half a mile long. We propose to lengthen it to miles long, by 
which we get an easier grade, and avoid Dux Rivière Portage altogether. 

Q. What is the fall ?—The fall will be 115 feet, between those two. 

Q. Is it not more than that ?—That is what is given in Mr. Fleming’s report. I 
have taken the measurements from Mr. Fleming’s surveys. Then we come to igne 
River ; this portage is called Island Portage, one mile and fifty-six yards in length. 
Instead of running the rapids as we have done heretofore, we propose to baild & 
portage along the river and avoid the rapids, which will make the portage a mile 
and fifty-six yards, and save one transhipment. 

Q. What is the next difficulty ?—The next lake is about seventeen miles from 
Island Portage to Nemenquan Portage, and the next portage would be Portage Kettle 
Falls. The Nemenquan Lake would be about fifteen miles long, but we go around 
by Kettle Falls in order to get better navigation. The total length of the portages 
as used at present by waggon road is 6} miles, but in order to get easier and better 

rades these portages will be equal to twelve miles of tramways altogether, from 
ort Savanne to Rainy Lake. It is on that I have estimated. 

Q. Do you propose to atilize boats at present on the lakes ?—Yes, to utilize the 
best of them. The largest vessels, and the largest tugs. 

Q. Give us the estimated cost of this scheme ?—We put the tramways down at 
$5,500 per mile, twelve miles, $66,000. In that I have estimated one mile of trestle- 
work. 

Q. Then what is the next cost ?—We do not propose to use railway iron for the 
tramways, but we will use flat iron on wooden stringers. 

Q. What is the estimate ?—$66,000 includes cost of tramways complete. 

Q. What is your estimate for cars ?—We have estimated for eighteen cars at 
$300 each, which will make about $5,400. 

Q. What is the capacity of the proposed cars ?—Five tons each. 

Q. You are speaking of a narrow gauge track—of what width do you propose ? 
—Three feet six inches. | 

Q. What is the next item in your estimate ?—Four new barges. 

Q. Have you estimated for the passenger cars ?—I have not estimated for pas- 
senger cars at all. | 

Q. What would they cost ?—The cost would be very slight, as the freight cars 
could be converted into passenger cars by putting on a temporary roof. I propose 
to make it a freight route rather than a passenger route, but ifit works well for freight 
it will work equally well for passengers. It will require four new steam barges, with 
machinery, $4,000 each; four more barges, the same as those at present on the 
route, without machinery, at $1,000. We propose to utilize the three largo tugs that 
are on the line. The repairs on each will $500, making $1,500. They can be ery easily 
fitted up for passengers if required. Repairs on the Rainy Lake steamer, 
$1,000; repairs on the Lake of the Woods steamer, 82,000 ; repairing dams at various 
places, $3,000; repairs to the buildings on the line, $2,000. Those buildings aro for 
the hands employed on the route, and a new storehouse will be required at Kettle 
Falls at a cost ot $3,000; removing obstructions in the Meline River, and boulders 
in one or two other places, the exact location of which I do not know at present, 
bct ween Melfbe River and Rainy Lake, $2,000 ; removing obstructions in Rainy River, 
$5,009; repairing the present barges, $800; allowance for making connection with 
the railway at Rat Portage, $1,000. 

Q. Has the steamer been up to Rat Portage ?—Yes; she has wintered there. 
Twenty-four horses and harness, $110 each, $2,640; transportation for men, materials 
and supplies, $5,000. That foots up a total of about $120,000. Of course there are 
a good many unforseen difficulties that we mizht meet with, and I have ostimated 
the whole cost at $150,000. 

Q. att is your estimate of the timo it will take for freight from Part Savanne 
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to Rat Portage ?—I1t will take three days from Port Savanne to Rat Portage. [have | 
estimated ftom Thunder Bay to Red River; the time will be about four days. The | 
time occupied’ by the present American route is between six and seven days, includ- 
ing the déluys at the Custom House in cording and sealing goods. 
Q. Where are those delays ?—At Duluth, going west. It is very seldom we can 
et goods through to Daluth and Fort Garry in less than a week, that is, goods 
Fonded: at Duluth. The delay arises in this way: Every package or box has to 
be taken into the bonded warehouse and corded and sealed before being placed in 
theif cars, and when there is a large consignment, this takes a considerable time. The 
fees charged for this operation are in addition to the regular freight rates, and if 
there are many packages, the tee amounts to a considerable sum. 

Q. Havo they a fee on each package ?—Yes; but the fees are put in the invoices 
in a lump sum, and it is very hard to tell how they make up their charges. I judge it 
is from the number of packages. Besides there is so much for brokerage, in addition 
to the freight rates. 

Q. What is the present tariff per ton from Duluth ?—It varies. 

Q. Is tho freight on merchandize less than on rails ?—It is more. The freight 
charged on goods that I have taken through there has been from $1.50 to $2.00 per 
hundred pounds. 1 believe freight is divided into three classes, and I think the low- 
est class is $1.25 per hundred pounds. 

Q. What is it for ordinary merchandize ?—Ordinary morchandize is higher than 
that, [ think, and, of course, their advertised rates are the rates to be guided by, as 
the rates are special when they are tendered for. 

Q. Supposing the railway communication from Duluth to Winnipeg was com- 
pleted, what difference would there be in time by the American route, as compared 
with our route, after being improved as you have mentioned ?—The running time 
from Duluth would be about three days by rail. But at the présent time, two days 
to go to Fisher’s Landing, and [I presume it will take the best: part of a day to go 
from Fisher’s Lunding to Fort Garry, at the samo rate. 

Q. So that, when that railway communication is completed, there will be very 
little difference in the time between the two routes ?—Very little so far as the run- 
ning tine is concerned, but the delay at the Custom House in examining and sealing 
the goods at the first American port will be the same. 

Q. Is that done with all goods passing tbrough the United States in bond ?—I 
understand that is the rule. 

Q. Are not sealed cars sent through ?—'They seal cars at the present time, when 
they seal the packages ; they send through to Fisher's Landing, but sealing cars does 
not make any difference in the delay, so far as [ can learn, as they seal the packages 
as well as the cars. 

Q. Mave you made any estimate of how much freight can be carried for, and pay 
expenses under your proposition ?—It is very hard to make a close estimate of that 
kind, but [ believe freight could bo carried overour route for about the same cost as 
by the prosent American route. Of course if we had return freight it could be done 
cheaper. 

0. Do you include the railway freight at each'end, from Thunder Bay to Port 
Savanne, and from Rat Portago to Winnipeg ’—I do not know exactly what that 
would be, but I merely have an idea that the freight could be carried through for 
about the same rates that uro paid now. . 

Q. What are these rates ?—About $2.00 per one hundred pounds—from $1.25 to 
$2.00. It would depend upon the class of goods. , 

Q. About forty dollars per ton ?— Yes. 

Q. Could rails be taken through by that route ?—Yes; rails could be taken over 
this route as well. 

Q. You can speak pretty positively as to the time ?—Yes, I can speak more par- 
ticularly as to the time and manner of transportution ; I do not speak as positively as 
to the cost per ton. We can have a tolerably quick route, and [ think that if the 
. oute was run by the Government, even if it were not a paying affair, so far as the 
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Governmont sre concerned, the country would be largely benefitted, as the merchants 
of Montreal and Toronto would be supplying Manitoba instead of the merchants of 
Chicago and St. Paul, as they are at the present time. 

Q. How many portages would there be altogether ?—There would be six por- 
tages, but the number of portages does not interfere with this plan. 

Q. You propose to run the cars directly from the track on the barges ?—Yes, 
there will be no transhipment of cargo until we reach the head of Rainy Lake, where 
it will be transhipped into the large steamers, and in this way they can carry freight : 
at the rato of about fifty tons per ay. 

Q. So that it would entail only one transhipment between the two sections of 
railway ?—Yes, or three transhipments altogethor, from Thunder Bay to Winnipeg, 
and at the preset time thore are two transhipments by the American route. 

Q. Jt will involve the running of.the cars on and off the boats at the portages 
twelve times ?—Only six times, as the horses will draw the car on tho barge at 
one portage, and at the next portage will draw it off and across the portage, to the 
next boat. ' 

Q. 1 suppose you will take only one car on the barge at a time ?—The barges, 
that aro on the route at the present time will take two or three cars. 

Q. Will you take the horses on the barge also ?—No, the horses will remain on 
tho several portages all the time, and as soon as the boat comes in they will be 
hitched to the cars, and run them across the portage to the next boat. 

Q. What length do you propose to make the barges?—It is a question in my 
mind whether they had beiter be made long enough to take six cars at a time, or 
make one half of them to take only three cars, so that when freight is light it will 
not necessitate the towing of large barges down only half loaded. 

Q. What length do you propose to make the cars ?—Eighteen or twenty feet 
long. 
=. And the barges would bo either three or six times that length—60 or 120 
feet long ?—Yes. | 

Q. Do the waters rise and fall much on that route ?—They do in the spring. 

Q. And they continue to fall a great part of the season ?—Yes; they fall in the 
middle of the summer, but they can be opt up by keeping the dams in repair, 
except in one or two places. Some slight improvements would have to be made— 
some points of rock would have to be cut away, and some boulders would have to be 
removed from the channel. 

Q. Would not this change of levels interfere very much in the loading and 
unloading of those cars ?—No; we would arrange that by building trestle-work so as 
to make the grade easy. 

Q. But the trestle-work is permanent, and when the water falls or rises how 
would you get the cars on or off the barges ?—We can have a temporary piece of 
trestlo-work to connect with the wharf, or for that matter we could do it by using 
floating scows and put our track on to them. That is the reason why I made the 
cars so light. 

Q. Asa matter of fact, would not that difficulty present itself daily by the 
change in the level of the water ?—No. We would make allowance for that in the 
trestle-work. We would construct it more with a view to low water. 

Q. Have you surveyed the route carefully with a view to this scheme ?—I have 
taken Mr. Fleming’s report and based my calculation for quantities on the profile of 
a survey made by Mr. Mortimer under his orders. I have been over the route very 
often myself, and examined it carefully with a view to this plan. 

Q. Is there plenty of water at all the portages for barges with the draft ot water 
that you contemplate ?—Where we propose to land there is. 

à Is there rock at any of those landings ?—Yes; there is a little. We do not 
propose to do much excavation. 

Q. Could you load and unload at those portages without excavating the rock; 
for instance, when tho water falls, would not the rock interfere with you ?—Of 
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course we would build bridges or run out temporary wharves so as to accommodate 
the high and low water. 

Q. Is that all included in your estimate for repairs ?—Yes ; I have calculated for 
running the trestle work out as far into the water as would be required. We have 
estimated $17,000 tor about 5,000 feet of trestle work. That amount of trestle work 
is not necessary if we make no change in the grade; we do this to make the grade 
easier for the horses to haul on. 

Q. You do not contemplate the use of any locomotives or fixed machinery ?—No; 
but there is one place we could utilize water power if we saw fit to haul the cars 
across the portago, but I hardly think it would be necessary to do even that. 

Q. If this plan is carried out would it not have been a very great saving to have 
built the two sections from Lake Superior to Shebandowan and then across from Rat 
Portage to Red River on the same scale ?—Without using the two pieces of railway 
already under construction, we could not make the trip in four days. I think :aere 
aro other things to be taken into consideration as well. If this road is not built for 
a fow years we will lose the Manitoba trade which at the present time is settling 
pretty fast into American channels, on account of having no Canadian route fora 
competing line. 

Q. Whore is it now settling ?—Eighty-five per cent of the imports into Manitoba 
come from Minnesota. Last year their imports, I believe, amounted to eight hundred 
thousand dollars in round figures from the United States, and the exports from Mani- 
toba to the United States amounted to five hundred thousand dollars, making a total 
trade of a mill. mn and a quarter of dollars, while the exports from Manitoba to 
Canada and En,iand only amounted to one hundred and ninety-fivo thousand. The 
trade is likely to be doubled this year, and is increasing very fast. 

Q. Do you think Manitoba merchants would send their goods by this route in 
preference to the United Statcs route ?—I think so, because they would get them 
quicker, and would have no difficulty with the Custom House. 

Q. How long would it take to construct these improvoments ?—They could be 
completed this year and made ready for use next year; that is, if they were con 
menced at once. 

Q. What would be the whole cost of the improvements—lock and all ?—I think 
I can fairly put the-e improvements at one hundred and fifty thousand dollars, and 
the lock at two hundred and fifty thousand dollars—it may be five thousand dollars 
more or five thousand dollars less—in all four hundred thousand dollars, I am cer- 
tain the Fort Frances Lock improvements will be under three hundred thousand 
dollars, unless there is some accident from high water sweeping away our coffer-dam 
—which would be a matter of twenty thousand dollars perhaps—but I do not antici- 
pate any such trouble. 

Q. How many tons aday wonld the equipment which you propose be equal to 
tho transpo.t of ?—-Six cars of five tons each would take over forty tons a day, as they 
would make two round trips per day each way. I may say that the total freight 
both ways of the Red R'ver Transportation Company last year, was thirteen thousand 
seven hundred and fifty tons for the season, or a little over tifty tonsaday. Wedo 
not expect to yet all thi trade, but if we got half of it we would be prepared to do 
it and more. The capa‘ ity of the line could be increased by getting a greater navi- 
gation on the small lakus by laying out more money in dams and clearing obstrut- 
tions from the channel. I have no doubt but that six feet of navigation could be 
thus obtained, and then of course the facilities of the route could be increased. Iam 
basing my calculations now on four and a half feet of navigation. 

é Do you think pa-sengers will take this route?—I think it could be made an 
easy route for immigranis going into Manitoba; but for first-class passengers I do not 
think it would be quite »o popular a route, unless they go for pleasure, as you did, 
Mr, Chairman. There is no doubt we could send immigrants over that route and 
save the percentage that is lost every year by going over the American route. I sœ 
by the papers this morning that the immigrants who went up this spring had been 
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at Grand Forks and other places to induce them to settle in the United 
States. The same thing occurs every year. 

Q. Is there plenty of timber there ?—Yes. We propose to manufacture all the . 
timber required ror the tramways on the portages. I can get plenty of lumber on 
one or two of the portages. There is steam power for a saw mill on the route now, 
(an engine and boiler) and by putting in a new saw frame at a cost of four hundred 
or five hundred dollars, I could manufacture all the lumber requi: ed for the tramway 
8 and C, on the ground at a low cost. 

Q. 1t was mentioned the other day that the Fort Frances Lock would not facili- 
tate the transport of lumber; it was alleged that lumber could be got down over the 
Falls without the construction of a lock ?—-It would be a serious drawback to the mill- 
owners if there was no lock, because they would have to build two tugs instead of 
one; one to bring their logs down Rainy Lake and another below to take the lumber 
to Rat Portage. Mr. Fowler, who has a saw mill there now, says it has saved him 
ten thousand dollars. Slides could be put in, but the effect of running logs over the 
Falls, as they are at present, can be seen there now. Some of the logs are standing 
on their ends and broken. Mr. Fowler would have brought his logs in over the lower 
end of his mill if he could have run them over the Falls. 

Q. Have not a good many logs been run over that Falls without injury ?—No. 

Q. As a matter of fact, are not logs taken out there at present?—There are 
none except Mr. Fowler’s and they are boomed above the Falls. - 

Q. But as a matter of fact, are there any other mills below but Mr. Fowler’s ?— 
Not at tho present time. Logs cannot be run over the Falls as they are now. 

Q. Have you ever seen it done ?—I have seen the logs there broken up, and I 
have been informed by Mr. Fowler that they could not run them over safely. 

Q. Have no logs been taken down there as a matter of business?—There has 
been no necessity for it, because there are no mills below it yet. 

Q. Would there be any difficulty in taking down logs by means of slides ?— 
Slides could bu built to take the logs down no doubt. 

Q. Have you ever made an estimate of what a slide would cost there ?—No. 

Q. Have you no approximate estimate ?—I have never built any slides, and I 
have no idea of the cost. 

Q. Did yu ever represent the feasibility of this plan, or recommend it to the 
Government ?—Yes; I have recommended it. 

Q. When ?—Lately. 

Q. Not before this year ?—I concluded my calculations this last winter. 

Q. Since this Committee was called ?—No; it was before I came down here. My 
assistant at Fort Frances, Mr. Thompson, is very familiar with the route. We talked 
it over together last fall. I had his advice and co-operation in the matter, and when 
I came down here I came prepared to submit this plan. 

Q. But you never recommended it until this winter?—No; never until this 
winter. 

HUGH SUTHERLAND. 


OTTAWA, 15th April, 1878. 
William H. CarpenTer, called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Where do you reside ?—Kincardine. 

Q. Are you familiar with the route known as the Dawson Route ?—Yes; I was 
senior partner in the contract for keeping open the Dawson Route. 

Q. For what years ?—1874 and 1875. | 

Q. Had you ever occasion, or did you ever make an estimate of the cost of the 
completion of tramways to the portages as you heard described by Mr. Sutherland ?— 
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_ Q. Did you ever contemplate these improvements ?—We did recommend them 
to the Department of Public Works, and on account of our recommendation Mr. 
Mortimer was sent tv examine and reporton the tram ways. 

Q. Did you see this report ?—I have seen it in Mr. Floming’s report. But I con- 
sider it too elaborate, as il was calculated for locomotives, which are not necessary 
for the work. . 


Q. What was your estimato ?—Our estimate is not quite as high as Mr. Sather- 
land for horse cars. 

Q. What was yours ?—We calculated the tramway would cost completed about 
$500 less per mile than he has estimated it at. 

Q. What year did you-make that recommendation to the Government ?—In 1874, 
I think it was. 

Q, What was your estimate of the whole cost ?—-We suggested that the Govern- 
ment should construct the tramways, and we were prepared to put on the rest of it 
ourselves. In connection with our contract all wo wanted was, that the Government 
should put on new bargos, repair the boats on the line, and build tramways, and we 
were prepared to put on cars, and do the rest ourselves. 

6. id you get any reply from the Government ?—Yes. They wrote us to say 
that the matter would be taken into consideration, and they sent on Mr. Mortimer 
to make a report on the feasibility of building tramways, &c. 

Q. His report contemplated locomotives ?—Yes. But our estimate was intended 
for horses. 

Q. What year had you the route ?—Our contract was in 1874, 1875, and 1876, 
but the contract was cancelled in the spring of 1876; so we only ran it two years. 

Q. Did the business diminish ?—Wo had a larger amount of traffic the second 
year than we had the first. 
fre D Se it increased ?—Not so far as through passengers are concerned, but the 

I t id. 

=O. Can you tell the Committee the number of passengers you carried in 1874 ?— 
I have not got the number here, but it ia in the Public Works Report of 1875. I 
think the number that went through in 1874 was 1,500 or 1,'700. 

Q. How many in 1875 ?—The total number that went over in 1875 was 1,877. 

Q. According to that a greater number was carried through in 1875 than m 
1874? 
Not through passengers, these are passengers for all points. We had a very small 
number of through passengers in 1875, but we had a large number of local passou- 


Q. Where were the local passengers going to ?—From Thunder Bay and Kamin- 
istiquia there were 248 sengers ; to Shehandowan, 67; to Kashabowie, 8; to the 
Height of Land, 25; to Maligne River, 1; to Kettle Falls, 2; to Fort Frances, 427; 
North-West Angle, 11; Winnipeg, 293; Shebandowan to Kaministiquia, 100 ; from 
Shebandowan to other points, 174; and from various other stations to and from, mak- 
ing up the number before stated. 

Q. The greater number of passengers were taken to Fort Frances ?—Yes. 

Q. Were they not connected with the public works there ?—Some of them were, 
but a great many of the men connected {with the public works went in their own 
canoes. 


Q. Can you state the proportion of those who were public works employees ?—I 
could not, 


Q. In 1875 the number of through passengers was very small ?—From Thunder 
Bay there were 293. 

Q. And you have no idea of the number that went through in 1874?7—It was 
from 1,500 to 1,700; I am not sure; but you will find it in the Public Works Report. 

Q. Do you know what was the cause of the great falling off of through passen- 
gers ?—Yes; the grasshoppers in Winnipeg’ stoppéd the emigration: 

Q. Was the route less comfortable in 1875 than it was in 1874 ?—It was more 
<omtortable in 1875 than it was in 1874. ob 
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Q. Your proposition was that the Government should construct tramways ?— 
Yes; we.considered about, $5,000 a mile would be quite sufficient to build that. 

Q. What else were the Government to do?—To repair the steamers, boats and 
barges, and fix the dams. . 

Q Did you propose that the Government should provide the cars ?—No; we 
intended to do that ourselves. 

Q. Did you calculate that you could have done a fair business there then ?—Yes. 

Q. A paying business ?—Yes. 

Q st time would be required, in your jadgment, between the two points, 
assuming you utilize the two ends of tho railway ?—Taking from Fort William to 
Winnipeg, five days would be the extreme limit. Perhaps it would be done in four 
days by utilising the railway from Thunder Bay to Port Savanne, and from Rat 
Portage to Winnipeg. ; 

Q. What is your idea as to the cost of freight over this route as compared with 
the American route ?—I think it can be done cheaper on the Canadian route, as there 
are so many changes at Duluth that cause delays and annoyance. I think freight 
can be carried over our own line for from $1.25 to $1.50 per hundred pounds. 

Q. And pay something on capital ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you mean on the capital expended on the work, or the running expenses 
only ?—It wculd depend entirely on the amount of work done. If there was a 
return freight it would be something, and, of course, the business would be increasing 
every year. 

Q. Would goods be carried through there in a satisfactory manner ?—Yes; it 
was done in a satisfactory manner in 1875, when these improvements were not made, 
and I think it could be done with more satisfaction now. 

Q. Do you think you would get much return freight ?—[ think there would be 
some; but there, was nothing at that time. 

| Q. Could you carry grain ?—Yes; in the same way as they do on the other side, 


in bags. . 

©. Have. you ever made an estimate of what it would cost per bushel to carry 
grain from Winnipeg to Thunder Bay ?—No. 

Q. You have heard Mr. Sutherland's estimate as to the details of these improve- 
ments—do you concur in the general view he expresses of the facilities there are for 
improving these portages ?—Yes; with this difference: Mr. Sutherland spoke of 
trestle work going down to the lake—I would not suggest that. I would suggest 
that the trest.e work be finished to the wharves, and not run it out into the water. 
In past years we have had to take our waggons from one barge to another, across 
the portages. 

Q. Then you did not break bulk all the time ?—No; sometimes we ran the wag- 
gon right on, apd carried it through on the barges from portage to portage, and we 

now that plan to be feasible. 

Q. What is the greatest difference of level in the water? —Except when the 
dams broke away, it did not amount to very much; perhaps about two feet, except 
from. Deux Rivières Portage to Maligne, and from Maligne to Island Portage. 

A Q. What would be the change of level during the season ?—I think about two 
ect. 

Q. Not more than that ?—I do not think so. 

Q. And not more than that on any other of the waters?—No; unless there was 
an accident to the dams. Tho rainy season in that locality is June, which keeps the 
water up until late in the fall. Of course, in the latter part of August and in Sep- 
tember, the water changes. 

de When you suggested this scheme to the Government, did you urgo that it 
should be applied to the long portage from Jake Superior to Shebandowan in con- 
nection with the railway ?—No; we never suggested it only on the portages from 
Shebandowan, west. At the time we spoke of it we thought that the railway was 
going to Shebandowan. . 

Supposing these improvements were made which are suggested by yourself 
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and Mr. Sutherland, and railway communication were complete between Duluth and 
Winnipeg, do you suppose that the route to and from innipes, by Fort Frances, 
could compete with the American line ?—I think so; and it would not be subject to 
the “olay and expenses that all freight is put to at Duluth. 

Q. Supposing an arrangement were made with the American Government to 
take sealed cars through, could the Canadian route compote with it then ?—They 
have ined to arrange this matter for several years, but it has never been accom- 
plished, . 

Q. But supposing there was unbroken railway communication from Duluth to 
Winnipeg, would it not be different ?—I suppose it would. 

Q. you know what are the charges per ton on freight by the American road? 
—I do not know exactly. I know the freight on bacon carried through last year was 
three hundred dollars per car. 

Q. How many tons to the car ?—Ten tons. 

Q. How much do those bonding charges amount to per ton ?—They vary, and 
the officer will not give you the same charges twice. 

Q. What do they average per ton ?—I cannot answer that question. I know one 
man who had to pay fifteen dollars charges on a pair of horses, and another man got 
off for one dollar and fifty cents with a span of horses about the same time. I can- 
not explain the difference, but I know that is what they had to pay, as I afterwards 
saw the receipt myself at Winnipeg. I may say with reference to the Fort Frances 
Canal that transportation by that route used to cost us fifty cents a ton to tranship 
at that portage, although it was only a very small lift. 

Q. What did it cost you at French Portage ?—It did not cost us as much, as we 
had to keep a pair of horses to do the same work at Fort Frances as at French Portage. 

Q. What did it cost you at Brulé Portage ?—I do not remember. 

Q. Was there any reason why it should have cost more at Fort Frances chan at 
any other portage ? —Yes; we had to keep teams there all the time, and we had net 
suificient work for them. 

Q. Then there is nothing else at Fort Frances to make it more expensive than 
any other porta;o?—No; only no other portages had the same amount of water 
between them. 

Q. And if the traffic increased it would not be any more expensive than any 
other portage ?—No. 

And further, deponent saith not. 


W. H. CARPENTER. 


Orrawa, 18th April, 1878. 


ol Henry Jviz Mortimer, Civil Engineer, re-called and sworn, was examined a3 
ollows :— 


Q. I think you told us when you were under examination before, that you survey- 
ed the portages from Rainy Lake to Shebandowan ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you do that under instructions from Mr. Fleming ?—Yes. . 

Q. State to the Committee what your instructions were ?—Previous to going'out 
on the survey, Mr. Fleming'informed me of what his wishes were with reference to 
the work I was to perform. He said the Government entertained an idea that the 
Portages could be improved to such an extent that freight could be carried there 
without breakage by being packed or placed in suitable framed cases, and when 
brought to the extremity of one portage hoisted on a truck and run by means of a 
tramway across it, and then by hoisting it on to a barge it could be carried through 
to the next portage, and so on in the same way. My instructions were to see what 
depth of water there was immediately around those portages, and what improvements 
would be necessary to carry in a certain draught of water to the wharves; what 
tramways could be practical across the portages, and to make a general survey su 
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as would give all the necessary information relative to the improvements contem- 
ted. 

P Q. What was the nature of the tramways you recomniended ?—I recommended 
a light rail tramway considerably less than half the weight of the ordinary rail— 

thirty pounds to the yard. It is what is ordinarily termed a contractor's rail. 
And on three of the portages I recommended the use of light contractor's 
engines. My object in doing so was, the greater part of these tramways 
ran through very deep swamps which it would be impossible, without entailing 
a grout deal of expense, to put a road through that would support horses, im 
fact a regular corduroy road, for a horse tramway would be necessary to be put in, and 
heavily ballasted to keep it position, and give the horse sufficient footing. 

Q. Was that the general character of the portages ?—The short portages had, 
most of them, firm ground, but the long ones are about three-quarters of the entire 
distance through this swamp. ; 

Q. What do you call long ones ?—There is the Nequaquon Portage, which is a 
little under four miles; and the Deux Riviére Portage is about thirty yards under 
four miles; and the French Portage is about three miles long. 
nil Q. What grade would you have had on this portage ?—About 104 feet to the 

e. 

Q. Did you make an estimate of the cost ?—Yes. 

Q. What equipment did you provide for ?—I provided from three to four trucks. 
with each of the locomotives ; and with those that were to be worked with horse- 
power from two to three trucks; and a small derrick at each end of the portage ; 
and an extension of the wharves out to deep water, because the water rises and falls. 
on an average of from eight to ten feet in a season. A wharf that is serviceable in 
high water is of no use at all in low water; consequently it has to be run out far 
enough to suit the different stages of water. I also include building for storage. 
There are none at present on the line to give any safety whatever for goods of a perish- 
ablo nature; and there are no buildings for the use of immigrants. | 

Q. What equipment is necessary on the lakes ?—It would necessitate five new 
tag boats; one of the old ones was burnt, and four of the old ones would have to be 
replaced—making five new boats in all. There would want to be four new barges— 
four of the lakes have no boats on whatever, except the wooden boats that were used 
the time Sir Garnet Wolsley’s expedition; half of them are sunk and useless,—im-. 
proving the wharves and building them out to deep water. And building new 
wharves, as several of them have been burnt ; putting up houses and store buildings ; 
expense of getting in engines, and putting the existing plant in workable order. I 
have the estimate here in detail, which is as follows :— 


North-West Angle Road. 
Repairing 60 miles of road and bridges, at $100................ .. $6,000 


Long Sault Rapids. 








Rock excavation, 1,760 cubic yards, at $4 per yard.............06 $7,040 
Cleaning out boulders....... ..ccccccccccsesccrsectcscccccccscsccscrcecess . 2,000 
Dams ses sosscecceccees PRET II LIL TETE LUE TEE LES DE LETE 2,000 
$11,040 

Manitou Rapids. 
Excavating rock at narrows to required width and depth........ $5,000 
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Kettle Falls Portage. 









































Quarter mile of tramway laid with 30lb. rails...... wececccccccssccce $1,200 
Two goods tracks......secccssoscccecesssesescsocceese bntecceereccssccocscesee 400 
| $1,600 
Nequaquon Portage. 
Three and a half miles of tramway, at $4,500 per mile ss. se... $15,750 
One-third of a mile $6,000 § — .rccoce se... 2,000 
Small iocomotive trucks and oue passenger car... . 4,000 
$21,750 
Maligne Portage. 

One mile tramway ...... oe necccscncceeeoececceeee eovcccccccrecs eoecescesees $4,500 
Trucks and one passenger Car... 1,000 
Improving navigation of Maligne River and Tanneries Lake.... 3,000 
Repairing dam at Maligne station......... soso non saconssonnsose ee 2,000 
$10,500 

Island Portage. 
Repairing dams and putting part DOW...........cecesccccsesrecscreeee $4,000 
"TYAMWAY ......ccsceccescersccccnccccccnccsscsacescoseronsceas eeeseccccsececs . 500 
$4,500 

Deux Riviére Portage. 

Three and three-fifths miles tramway at $7,000 per mile......... $25,200 
Six hundred lineal feet trestle work, at $5 per running foot ...... 3,000 
Small locomotive trucks and passenger CAL. ..cscecesseeeccceeeees oo. 4,000 
$32,000 

French Portage. 
Three miles of tramway, at $12,500 per mile.... .................837,500 
Locomotive trucks and passenger Car...........scecccsscsececsceccceees 4,000 
$41,500 

French River. 
Making two-thirds of a mile new river course... sersceese $3,000 
Brulé Portage. 

Excavation in canal, 28,100 cubic yards, at 30c. : per, ya. oe: seseecse $8,430 
Puddle 3,000 75c soso 2,250 
§20ft. of tramway senenno non eene nee coseeeee seccecenessconceeaees seeeeceeere 600 
Water wheel and machinery to work tramway. . 800 
Removing boulders and deepening channel in winding. on river. 1,000 
$13,080 
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It was contemplated to make a canal of part of Brulé Portage, which would 
reduce the tramway to 520 feet only, but of course if the tramway were used the 
whole way across it would be somewhat cheaper than this, because the canal would 
cost more; but the whole would amount to only $13,080. If the tramway were 
used the whole way across it would be about $5,000 less. 


Baril Portage. 
Excavation in canal, Oey 19,000 cubic yards, at 30c. per yd...... $5,700 
6 se rock, 14,300 56 83 (6 .. 42, 100 
Paddle 2,500 cubic yards, at 75c. por yard....................... 1,875 
Piling outlets of canal......... Leesssss soso TECECI ERREUR 1,000 





$51,475 





Baril Portage is a short portage, and the difference in ilevel between the two 
dakes is only 1ft. Jin. 

Mr. Fleming contemplated cutting a canal through to make one navigation by 
-assimilating the waters of the two lakes—Baril Lake and Lac des Mille Lacs. 


EXTRA PLANT REQUIRED. 


new tug boats (4 worn out and 1 burnt).........  eecasececccncecsccecscncecorcecees . $12,500 
4 new barges (to replace old, rotten rowboats) ............scsscoressccceccscesces. 6,000 
16 small cranes for loading and unloading..............cccccerscccre:srcccccccccseceves 2,400 
Improving present wharves, and extending them to deep water, also build- 

ING NOW ONEB..,.......0000 ve DOPTELTELE EEE TELE ETE TEE LIL TELE LEE ETES eo seececene 15,000 
Putting up houses for passengers, and store buildings.............0 RUE énsroso es 50,000 
Expense of getting in engines, rails, &c......... Lessons e Lesssosenee RORREREETE 5,000 


Putting existing plant in workable order 
Improving shoals in lakes, deepening portions of rivers, and generally 





improving navigation... eeecserscceecvcceesecscsectoscenseseeeensceneesccucceace . 10,000 
$324,985 

5 per cent. conlingencies.......... ess ssese e sonne nne sonne oc coosonoeee ose 16,250 
$341,235 


Orrawa, 8th March, 1878. 


Q. I did not observe that you made any provision for Fort Frances Portage ?— 
No; this is exclusive of the lock altogether. Ÿ made this estimate only a short time 
ago, and the lock was far advanced then. | 

Q. If that plan had been curried out, it would have only required the other 

rtage at Fort Frances to have got over that obstacle ?—Fort Frances would have 
Poon treated on the same footing as any of the other portages. 

Q. What would it have cost to have surmounted it on this plan ?—It could have 
deen done for about $700 or $800 on the same principle, as it is a very short portage. 
Certsialy not more than $1,000. 

Q. What width of track did youcontemplate for the tramway on the portages ?— 
Four teet eight inches. 

@ Would not less than that have done for the horse portages?—I do not think 
it would be advisable, as I think it brings the track too much under the horses’ feet. 
I think it is advisable that there should be room left for them to walk in. 

Q. Had you any conversation with Mr. Fleming after you made your report ?— 
Yes; Mr. Fleming spent several hours with me a great many times trying to work 
out a scheme for the bringing of the waters together, so as to secure as much con 
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tinuous navigation as was possible; but he soemod to come to the conclusion that 
the work would be too expensive—that the expense incurred would be greater than 
the benefits that would be derived from it; and that it would be a useless expenditure. 

Q. At the time you made the survey, and at the time you had those conversations 
with Mr. Fleming, was it contemplated as a means of connecting the two ends of 
the railway now under course of construction ?—I cannot say positively, but my 
impression was that the all-rail route was under consideration. 

Q. When had you those conversations?—In the latter part of the year 1874, 
tow::ds Christmas time. 

Q. What was Mr. Fleming’s idea at the time, and what did he wish to accomplish ? 
— His idea was to raise Lake Bhebandowan, I think, about 30 feet, and to throw the 
first four lakes into one continuous navigation, or else to have only one lock in the 
entire navigation between the first four lakes. 

Q. At that time did he contemplate building a railway from Lake Superior to 
Shebandowan ?—Of course that was in contemplation. 

be: Q. But beyond that, the utilization of the water-stretches ?—Yes, for the time 
ing. 

Q. Was the northern location of the line contemplated at the time ?—Not the 
Northern one as it now exists, but the one to Sturgeon Falls, I imagine, was under 
contemplation, because immediately after this work, I was sent out on it, but the 
northern location, as now laid down, is north of the Sturgeon Falls route altogether. 

Q. If the railway was built to Sturgeon Falls, all the water-stretches down to 
Rainy Lake would have been useless ?—Yes. If the railway had been carried to 
Sturgeon Falls, or to Rainy Lake by Shebandowan they would have been useless. 

Q. What I want to understand is : what was Mr. Fleming’s object, and how he 
expected to use this scheme of yours ?—As [ understood it, it was to utilize these 
water-stretches as much as possible for some time previous to the building of the 
railway, and that they did not want to push on with too much of the road at a time; 
and it was to be built in stretches as circumstances would permit. In the meantime 
these water-stretches were to be used. That was what I understoed, but, of course, 
I could not say positively. 

Q. Are these your impressions or do you speak of facts ?—These are merely the 
impressions I had. 

Q. From your conversations with Mr. Fleming ?—Yes. 

Q. Did the Committee understand youto say that Mr. Fleming abandoned the 
water-s retches scheme as being improper and too costly for the service it would 
render to the country ?—I know that Afr. Fleming seemed to think that there was 
a great deal more difficulty and expense attending it than he contemplated at the 
time he started out, and there was nothing more done about it afterwards; that it 
would not afford tho service he anticipated. 

Q. Have you got a copy of your instructions ?—My instructions on that occasion 
were verbal. 

Q. What were they in reference to the Dawson route ?—I was to make a survey 
and exploration for the purpose of having tramways laid out on the portages. 

Q. Did Mr. Fleming define what sort of a road was to be built ?—Yes. But that 
was after I came in again. 

Q. How long were you engaged in that work ?—I went out during the fall of 
1874, and I came home by the last boat. 

Q. What time was it you were at the Long Sault Rapids ?—I should say about 
the 12th or 13th of September, 1874. 

Q. Did you take the soundings ?—No; I did not. 

Q. Are you aware since that time that boats have been navigating the Long 
Bault: were you here when Mr. Sutherland gave his ovidence ?—No; I did not hear 
Mr. Sutherland's evidence. 

Q. Did you take the soundings in the Long Sault yourself ?—No; I took 
observations and notes, and I may mention that I have been over there since then. | 
came over these rapids in the fall of 1876. 
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Q. Atthe Narrows, I see you have estimated an expenditare of 85,000 ? —Yes. 

Q. Are you aware that bouts hive gone through there without intorruption this 
dast summor ?—I have been told so. Whon [ was examined here before, but I stated 
then and I state now, that it is a mutter that depends on the height of the water. It 

does not follow that because the bout wert there one year that she would go every 
year, because thore is a great difference in the water in some seasons. 

Q. Did vou take the soundings in the channel ?—I took them with a pole. 

Q. I see them marked on the plan of the Long Sault as giving 11,9 and 11 feet 
in that channel at the Narrows ?—There is no such channel in existence. I took the 
soundings across there myself in a boat with a pole, and there was no such depth of 
water as that. 

Q. But you did not know that you were in the Channel ?—We took the sonndings 
the whole wav across. We were lying aground in a boat and we wanted to get hor 
off, and we tried the whole way across to see where we could float her. She was 
only drawing four feet of water, and we wanted to find more than four feet of water. 

Q. But it has been stated on good sworn evidence here, that she wont through 
there the whole of last season ?—1 do not dispute it at all; but it does not follow 
that she went through there the year before. I guarantee my professional 
reputation that no such navigation as nine feet of water can be obtained there at any 
time of the year. Mr. Sutherland has got three soundings marked on the plan} at 
this place. 1 took over forty soundings. A man may find nine feet of water here, 
and 600 feet away from it, and may find twelve feet of water, but there is no 
guarantee ttere is a continuous navigation of nine or twelve feet of water between 
the two points; but there may be deep holes. 

Q. Have you gut a copy of the report you made in 1874 ?—It is in Mr. Flom- 
ing’s report. 

Q. You did not make up the estimate that you presented to-day in 1874 ?—No. 

Q. Did you make it up for the purpose of this Committee —I see it is dated the 
eighth of Murch?—I made it to be used if necessary, as I knew the question would 
arise, and I expected to be asked about it. I was summoned here on the 13th 
March. 

Q. But Mr. Fleming nevor adopted this report ?—No. 

‘‘In order to enable the steamer to overcome these rapids, it will be necessary, . 
“sin my opinion, to make an excavation of about 200 feet in length in the bed rook. 
4 and to clear the channel for about 400 feet from the large boulders. [think the 
© greatest depth of rock to be excavated would not exceed four feet, and in removing 
‘€ the boulders no great expense would be incurred. For the excavation, it is probable 
“ some kind of a dam would be required. The Sault Rapids occur at intervals for a 
4 distance of about two miles; the total of all I have estimated at about six or seven 
£ feet. The Manitou Rapids are the next impediment; they are short, fa:ling sud- 
# denly. Unfortunately, the better channel lies on the American side; but x good 
“ one may be had on the Canadian shore by excavating about 300 lineal feet ot rock. 
+‘ This excavation jn some parts may reach five feet. It is very desirable that these 
‘€ works should be thoroughly complete, as this is the keystone to the uninterrupted 
# navigation from the North-West Angle to Fort Frances, a distance of 130 miles ; it 
6 can be obtained, however, only by considerable expenditure. I estimate the fall 
#6 of the Manitou Rapids at «bout six feet. The Rainy River from this to Fort 
4¢ Frances is wide, very direct in its course, and of good depth.” 

Q. Did you give an estimate at that time of the improvements on the Long 
Sault and Manitou?—I was not usked for an estimate. I was sent out before the 
office work was thoroughly completed. In fact, the office work was never eom- 
pleted, because the scheme was given up. 

Q. Can you give us an estimate of what it would cost ?—It would require the 
excavation ot 1,760 cubic yards of rock. 

Q. Did you calculate any more than 1,760 cubic yards in the 400 feet ?—No. 

Q. What is the average depth that rock would require to be taken down?—lI 
think four and a half feet. 
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Q. Are those quantitie in your estimate worked out from those figures ?—Yes; 
they are a little under them. 

Q. However, this proposition you have here detailed was never submitted to Mr. 
Fieming ?—No; it was not a proposition; it was simply an estimate of what that 
acheme is, if it were carried out. It was not a proposition on my part,fas I wonld be- 
very sorry to do it. 

And further, deponent saith not. 





H. J. MORPIMER. 


Orrawa, 17th April 
Epwarp G,; GARDEN, called and sworn, wasjexamined’as follows: 


Q. Where do you reside ?—At Toronto. 

Q. What is your profession ?—Civil Ergineer. 

Q. Were you at any time employed by the Government on the Canada Pacific 
survey ?—I was in the employ ofthe Government from the fall of 1872 until May of 
last year, with the exception of about six months. 

Q. Have you any familiarity with the country between Lake Superior and Lake 
of the Woods ?—Yes; I have been over that country in soveral directions. 

Q. What year were you there ?—I may say the whole of my explorations for 
the Government were in the country between Black Sturgeon Lake, near Lake 
Nepigon, and Winnipeg River, the outlet of the Lake of the Woods. 

. Are you aware of the proposition Mr. Sutherland made with respect to the 
tramways over those portages ?—Yes ; I heard his evidence. 

Q. Have you made any estimate yourself as to the cost of a tramway ?—I made 
a rough estimate with Mr. Sutherland, from Mr. Mortimer’s profiles, of the cost of 
the tramway merely. Of course it is only an approximation, and I estimated that 
the twelve miles of tramway might be built for $5,500 a mile. A temporary tram- 
way with trestle-work and wooded stringers, with flat iron laid on them, and a plank 
roadway for horses. 

Q. That includes material and labourf?—Yes; [ made no estimate whatever on 
the other improvements. 

Q. Did you ever examino the portages yourself ?—Not with a view of construct- 
ing a roadway over them. 

Q. Do you know anything about the ground and the conveniences it affords for 
such an arrangement ?—I merely passed over the present road. 

Q. So you do not know anythiug about the character of the ground for the 
construction of such a.tramway ?—No. 

Q. You spoke of having explored the country between Sturgeon Falls and Laxe 
of the Woods?—Yes. I have a tracing here from the general plan in the office of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, of the country which I have been over. I rana line from 
French Portage to Sturgeon Falls from east to west. We found a practicable line 4s 
far as Sturgeon Falls and about 14 miles further west of it to the erossing of Little 
Turtle River. 

Q. An instrumental survey ?—Yes. There we met with a very rough country. 
It is a very rocky, barron tract; forty per cent. of the surface is water, and the rocks 
rise very high, from 50 to 200 feet above the surface of the water. The lakes are 
usually 40 or 50 feet deep. The crossing of the Manitou was a particularly heavy 
thing; it was the narrowest place we could find to cross the river. We found the 
water to be 130 feet deep, maximum depth. The watertway was 900 feet wide and 
the approaches were 90 feet above the surface of the water. 
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Q. That is the banks of the stream ?—Yes. The general surface of the ground 
on either side. The main water channels in that section of the country are running 
south to Rainy Lake. 

Q. So that in seeking the line through that country over to the Narrows of the: 
Lake of the Woods or to Rat Portage you would have to cross all those gulches ?— 
Yes. We found no valleys running in the direction of the line after the crossing of 
the Little Turtle River, 14 miles west of Sturgeon Falls. 

Q. Have you got a profile of the line ?— Yes. (Profile produced.) 

Q. Did you explore the country widely ?—I explored it as a general thing, five 
miles on either side of the line. I had canoes, and I was continually in the field 
exploring. The line I got was the best that I could find through the country in the- 
direction I was ordered to go. 

Q. Did you not explore further south than five miles?—No; my instructions 
were to follow along the explorations of Mr. Forest. Of course I was allowed to 
deviate to obtain a better line, but I was not able to find anything better than was 
shown by that exploration. 

Q. Do you not think that if you had gone further south than five miles from che - 
line you would have found a better country between there and Rainy Luke ?—I have 
no reason to think so. There is no better crossing on the Manitou, going south. I 
have been north also and there is no place above that any better as a crossing. 

Q. Why should there not be a better crossing at the narrow part of the Yaniton 
River ?—There might possibly be a better crossing there; but my observations go to 
show you could not get an easier country by going that far south. 

Q. But you have only explored it five miles south of the line you have run ?—- 
I have explored it further south, of course. 

Q. Was the country improving or getting worse ?—This rocky belt extends, as. 
far as my observation goes, from Rainy Lake north to the line marked on the plan, . 
as the water-shed between the Lake of the Wooks and English River. If you go eix 
or eight miles north of that line you get into a different country altogether, a sandy 
and clay country ; you get out of the rocky belt. 

Q. Do you not think thero might be a line found south of the crossing on the: 
Manitou—20 or 30 miles south of the line you ran?—I think not; the direct line 
from the Narrows of the Lake of the Woods to Sturgeon Falls would be only 10 or: 
15 miles south of my explorations. 

Q. What is the distance from the line you ran south to Rainy Lake ?—About 15 
miles.south from the crossing on the Manitou. { may say, when I got to the: 
Manitou, I sent back to Mr. Hazlewood at Thunder Bay a tracing of my plan and 
profile to that point, and reperted to him the nature of the country, after which I 
was recalled, as it was considered useless to spend more time there, and I was ordered 
to the north end of Manitou Lake. 

Q. So that, as a matter of fact, the country between the line you ran and Rainy 
Lake was never explored to your knowledge ?—There never was an instrumental 
survoy made of it to my knowledge. 

Q. Were you able to judge of the country south of your line; could you say 
whether the volume of water diminished or increased as you went south ?—The- 
general character of the country is.the same as you go south. It is a net-work of 
Jakes and rocky 1idges. TL have seen it from the shore of Rainy Lake, and the 

eneral character of the country back from tho lake is the same barren rocky ridges. 
have not been in the country half-way between the lake and the crossing of the - 
Manitou. ° 

Q. From your observations in exploring five miles on either side of your line, 
did the difficulties diminish on either s.do ? —Where I ran the line was a better 
country than I could get either north or south of it. ILexplored south of Heron Lake, 
the whole length of the lake to get a crossing and could not obtain a feasible one. My 
opinion with regard to that country is, that the rough ridges extend down to Rainy : 
Lake. My orders wore to run the line in the direction of Rat Portage, which was - 
the objective point. 
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Q. And not to the Narrows of the Lake of the Woods ?— No. 

Q. I suppose that your orders were to survey the line from Sturgeon Falls to the 
Lake of the Woods ?—No. 

Q. What is your opinion in reference to the Narrows ?—I only know from what 
evidence I have seen taken before the Senate Committee, as given by Mr. Fleming, 
that they did not consider it practicable at all. I never examined the Narrows of 
the Lake of the Woods with reference to the crossing. 

Q. Did you survey the country about Rat Portage, say seven miles east and west 
of that point ?—I located thirty-five miles of the line east from Rat Portage in 1876. 

Q. Low did that country compare with the country you have reference to ?— 
The nature of the country is very much the same, except that on the Northern line 
the valleys run from east to west, or in the direction of the railway ; whereas on the 
Southern line they run to the south. 

Q. On the whole, is this country very much more difficult than the country you 
located the line in near Rat Portage ?—That very thing Ispokeof made it more diffi- 
cult, being obliged to cross the valleys at right angles, instead of being able to run 
the same course with them. 

Q. Did you make any estimate of the cost of the two lines ?—I have made no 
estimate of them ; it is not usual to make estimates of exploratory surveys, espec 
ially when they turn out to be as unfavourable as that did. It would be very diffi- 
cult to say what the comparative cost would be. The Rat Portage line amounts te 
46,000 yards per mile. 

Q. How much of that is rocky ?—One third ; perhaps more. You will find no 
ground on this profile as rough as the other. 

Q. Is the located line much more favourable than the other ?—It is. The great 
difficulty is in crossing this rocky belt by the Southern line. We have 120 miles of 
rough country to pass through betwoen the crossing at Turtle River and Rat Portage. 
By adopting the Northorn line we go through only 80 miles of rough country, making 
a difference of 40 miles in favour of the Northern line. 

Q. Did I understand you to say in favour of the loccated line, as compared with 
the road from Sturgeon Falls to Rat Portage ?—Yes; or in comparison with the 
line from Sturgeon Falls to the Narrows of the Lake of the Woods. Rat Portage is 
297 miles from the town plot at Fort William by the located line. I estimate that 
the Northern and Southern lines are about the same length, only by the Southern line 
we would have 120 miles of rough country, and by the Northern line we have only 

0 miles. 

Q. But the country between Sturgeon Falls and the Lake of the Woods has 
not been surveyed ?—My impression is, from what I have seen of the country, that 
the line from Turtle River to the crossing of the Lake of the Woods would be through 
a country of the same nature as the one I have explored. 

Q. But you have not been over the country between Sturgeon Falls and the 
Lake of the Woods ?—No, not in the direct line. 

Q. So that you have no personal knowledge of it ?—No. 

y Q. As you approach the discharge of the small streams do they not widen ?— 
es. 

Q. Have you no reason to doubt that these rocky ridges do not, extend down 
Rainy Lake from the Southern line ?—I believe they do. I have seen the country 
on the north-east side of Rainy Lake, and I would be very much surprised if, be 
tween the lake and the Southern line there should be a country of a different charac- 
ter from what I have described. 

Q. Have you been alongithe front where those ridges or streams strike the lake? 
—I have been on the Northern located line, and on the exploration line shown on the 
map. 
Pa. Have you ever been on the north-east side of Rainy Lake, and the north-east 
side of the Lake of the Woods ?—Yes. 

Q. Is the character of that country the same as it is on the line to the north- 
west, that which you have explored ?—It i the same. 
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Q. How much of the north-east shore of the Lake of the Woods have you seen ? 
—Only what is visible from passing along tho lake in a boat. | 

Q. In a steamboat or in a canoe? —In a canoe. 

Q. Did you coast along the shore?—Yes. On the Lake of tho Woods we coasted 
along the shore for shelter. | 

Q. Have you got Mr. Dawson’s plan of the crossing at the Narrows of the Lake 
of the Woods ?—Yes. (Plan produced.) 

1}. Do vou know who prepared that plan for Mr. Dawson ?—I do not. 

Q. Have you made an estimate of the cost of building a bridge where Mr. Daw- 
son says it is feasible ?—I have made an estimate of the crossing of the No. 1 channel 
by the north-west angle, taking Mr. Dawson’s widtbs and depths. 

Q. That is tho deepest channel ?—It is the widest but not the deepest. I have 
made an estimate of this crossing, taking his figures. The width of waterway is 9,300 
feet. I contracted that to 8,100 feet, and I find it would cost, in round numbers, 
$1,300,000 to bridge that opening. No. 2 could be done for half the money. 

Q. What is the breadth of No. 2 ?—Forty-five hundred feet. 


Q. Have you got your estimate there ?—Yes. 
Q: What is the widest channel you cross ?—No. 1, 1,457 feet wide, having a depth 
of 26, 36, 47 and 23 feet—that is the main channel. 


© 


. Does that cross on certain islands ?—I suppose it does. I have never seen the 
place myself; my estimate was foundod on Mr. Dawson's own figures. 

. Did you make your calculations upon Mr. Dawson’s specification ?—No. 

. Did he give a specification ?—No. 

Q. Was there any specification in any of bis reports ? —I havo not seen Mr. Daw- 
son’s report; I have merely made my calculation from those widths and depths he 
has given, for masonry, piers and iron superstructure. It would not be advisable to 
erect anything but a permanent structure in a place of such importance. 

Q. Why do you think that wood would not answer there ?—Because I think 
wooden piers would have to be renewed in ten or twelve years. 
©. Would they have to be renewed under the water in ten or twelve years ? — 
No; not under tho water. . 

Q. What would be the height of the bridge ?—I have taken it at 15 feet above 
the surface of the water. 

Q. Are you aware that there is not a stone and iron structure on the Canadian 
Pacific Railway ?—I believe there is not. 

Q. Why would you make this structure of stone and iron, the most cos ly one 
on the line ?—A work of the magnitude and importance of that, it would be better 
to make it durable in tho first instance. | 

Q. Is there any other crossing on the Pacific Railway that equals that ?— I think 
not. The crossing on the Winnipeg River—which is the outlet to all those w aters— 
is a 200 feet span at Rat Portage. 

Q. How long would the piers last if made of wood—the portion under water ?— 
They would last a vory long time. 

Q. Where do you anticipate they would first decay ?—Just above the water 


OO 


Kine. 
Q. When was it you left that country ?—In the fall of 1876. 
Q. What time did you abandon the possibility of getting a line through that 
lower country ?—It was in August, 1875. I was ordered to the northern end of 
anitou. 
Q. And you located the line running east from Rat Portage ?—Yes; in the 
summer of 1876. | 
Q. Did you locate the whole of the route from Rat Portage to Port Savanne ?— 
No; only 35 miles. 
Q. Have yon been over the whole route ?—Nearly the whole. 
Q. When you encountered serious difficulties upon the survey west of Sturgeon 
Falls, you were transferred to the northern location ?—-No; the survey I was trans- 
erred ‘0 wae still in connection with Sturgeon Falls, Another engineer, Mr. Kirk- 
4 
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atrick, was to commence at my point of beginning, at Manitou Lake, and ran to 
Sturgeon Falls. Sturgeon Falls was not abandoned until the winters of 1875-76, and 
in the summer of 1876 [ was ordered to Rat Portage, and commenced work thére in 

uly. 
Ya. Can you tell us the estimated cost of the crossing at Rat Portage, and of the 
seven miles of road each way from that point ?—I cannot. 

Q. Have you the means of looking it up ?—I presume it could be arrived at in 
the office. 

Q. Did you ever hear of a survey of the peninsula lying between White Fish 
Bay and the Narrows of the Lake of the Woods ?—I never did. 

Q. Did you make an estimate for wooden piers for crossing out of the Lake of 
the Woods?—No; I did not. 

Q. As a matter of fact, you have not surveyed the country west of little Turtle 
River (14 miles west of Sturgeon Falls) to the Lake of the Woois?—No. 

Q. What time did you spend on any particular length of line, say from Sturgeon 
Falls to Turtle River ?—From Sturgeon Falls to where I abandoned that line after 
crossing the Manitou, we commenced it early in June, and worked west from Stur- 
geon Falls until the latter part of August—something over 60 miles. 

Q. What party had you with you ?—I had 28 or 30 men. 

Q. Was that an instrumental survey or simply an exploration?—It was an 
instrumental survey. 

Q. Would that survey have enabled you to make the profiles you brought here ?— 
Those profiles were made from it ;; but it was not a survey that a road would be built 
on. There are no curves putin; it simply gives the comparative heights and general 
character of the country. 

Q. Did you make your profile from day to day ?—We kept it up pretty well 
from day to day. 

Q. What width did you cut your line ?—As a general thing, about 8 feet in 
width ; so that the chain men and levellers would have no difficulty in getting along, 
we cut out all timber and brush that would bein theirway. A portion of the country 
is a barren country, in which there is very little timber, as it has all been burnt over. 

And further deponent saith not. . 

E. G. GARDEN. 


Osrawa; 4th April, 1878. 
SIMON J. Dawson, C.E., called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


v Q. Are you the Mr. Dawson who superintended the works on the Dawson route ? 
— Yes. 

Q. And you are the Mr. Dawson after whom it is called ?—Yes. 

Q. Would the construction of the Fort Frances Lock' open up the water route 
from Port Savanno to Rat Portage suitable for purposes of commerce in connection 
with the Canadian Pacific Railway ?—Not as the railway is located now except to a 
very limited extent; but ifthe southern route had been followed it would have been 
essential to the railway as a connecting link in the navigation. 

Q. What do you mean by the southern route ?—The route by Sturgeon Falls. 

Q. By the located route will it serve the purposes of commerce ?—In connection 
with the railroad it will not, except in so far as that it overcomes the Portage at 
Fort Frances, and adds to the length of the navigable stretch in the interior of the 
country. But as a link in the route on the railway from Lake Superior through to 
Manitoba, it is out of the way altogether. 

Q. That 18 by the present route of the railway ?—Yes; by the present adopted 
route. 

Q. What is the difference in level between Port Savanne and Rainy Lake ?—As 
far as [ remember it is about 400 feet. The levels were very carefully taken. 

Q. Were they taken under your direction ?— Yew. 
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Q. Does that include Fort Frances Fall?—T think’from Lac des Mille Lacs, near 
the height of land down to the Lake of the Woods, it is probably 430 feet, including 
the Fort Frances Fall. 

Q. In your opinion no considerable commerce could be carried on from Port 
Savanne to Rat Portage in connection with the railway; that is, such a trade as ma 
be expected by the railway ?—Not unless you are simply to use the part of the rail. 
way leading to Port Savanne on the one end and the part leading to Rat Pcrtage, 
from Red River, on the other. You might then make a route by the water stretches 
by putting in tramways and improving the navigation, making a sort of preliminary 
road, but of course it would not do for a large trafiic. 

Q. Would it be costly on the same scale as the Fort Frances Lock ?— On the same 
scale as the Fort Frances Lock. The improvement of the navigation would be attend- 
ed with a great deal of cost. I at one time made an estimate of the probable cost of 
improving the water communication and providing railways at either end,—one rail- 
way was from Lake Superior to Shebandowan, and one from the Lake of the Woods to 
Fort Garry on the other end. It was a rough estimate of what it would cost to improve 
that route, but certainly not on the scale of the Fort Frances Lock. In speaking of 
the cost of the canal all the way through, I think it might be reckoned at what the 
cost per foot lift on canals usually is on that scale. There nothing in the circum- 
stances to make it more costly. The lucks on the Rideau here beside us, cost $4,300 
per footlift. These are more costly locks than, in my opinion, would be required. 

Q. Is that on the basis of water communication ?—On the basis of water com- 
munication. 

Q. Had you the land surveyed for a railway to Sturgeon Falls from Sheban- 
dowan or from Lake Superior?—We had it explored, not regularly surveyed. It 
was surveyed afterwards by the engineers of the Pacific Railway, and, according to 
their published reports, found to be good. 

Had you explored it from Sturgeon Falls through to the Narrows of the Lake 
of the Woods ?—Not entirely. 

Q. What information have you with respect to that route ?—From Sturgeon 
Falls to the crossing at the Narrows of Lake of the Words, there is a portion of 
it a rough broken country, similar in character to that through which the railway 
passes, both east and west of Keewatin or Rat Portage, the namo it is now more gen- 
erally known by. 

Q. Have you reason to believe that the country between Sturgeon Falis and th 
Narrows of Lake of the Woods is not any more difficult than the country on th 
located line ?—From all the information I could get, it is very much of the same 
character ; in my opinion not any more difficult. 

Q. Had you the crossing of the Narrows surveyed ?—Yes. I had measurements 
and soundings taken across the different channels, and at two different places, both 
of which afford practicable crossings. You see measurements and depths on this 
map which I now produce. 

Q. What would be the length of the longest bridge ?—The map will show the 
width of the different channels, and the depth. 

Q. Would it not have been a very expensive bridge?—I think not. There is 
nothing in the circumstances to make it more expensive than bridges usually are. 
There is abundance of wood and stone. If you build bridges in the first instance, on 
crib work, I do not see that it would be expensive. The locality is completely shel- 
tered from wind storms. 

Q. You do not think that the country on that route would be any more difficult 
for railway construction than the route by the present located line ?—I do not. From 
all I can learn much of it would be easier. | 

Q. Have you examined the country from the Sturgeon Falls to the present line 
of the railway ?—I have been over a part of it myself, and I have had surveyors and 
explorers through a portion of it. 

Q. What would be the length of the largest bridge at the crossing of Lake of the 
Woods ae would be no difficulty whatever in bridging, provided that that point 
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can be reached from Sturgeon Falls. It is likely a series of narrow river channels 
only that there is but little current, and from the North-West Anglo to Fort Garry 
there is no difficulty whatover in building a road. It is a good country for railways. 

Q. Would bride es bo so sheltered there as not to be liable to be affected by 
storms ?—They would not be liable to any danger from storms; it is perfectly shel- 
tered there. 

Q. Is it like Rice Lake in any way, as referred to by Mr. Fleming ?—Not in the 
least. I have observed the remarks made by Mr. Fleming last year, and I have 
obtained a plan of the bridge at Rice Lake, which I now produce, and which will 
show the difference between the two places. 

Q. What is the length of the bridge at Rice Lake ?—It is nearly three miles, and 
it is entirely vpen and exposedto the ice and waves. They intend to make an embank- 
ment and leave a water way in the middle of the lake. The one cannot be compared 
to the other in any respect. 

Q. They differ very considerab iy also, in the depth of water ?—They resemble 
each other in the matter of depth. The averago depth of the Narrows at the Lake of 
the Woods is about sixteen feet, and there is a channel of nearly fifty feet in the 
middle. 

Q. Have you had any explorations made of the country between Sturgeon Falls 
and Rat Portage ?—Not with a view of making any line for communication through it. 

Q. From your knowledge of tho country between Sturgeon Falls and the Narrows, 
do you think that that would be a more difficult location for the railway than the 
couutry east and west of Rat Portage on the located line of railway ?—Engineers 
report that at some distance north-west of Sturgeon Falls they met a rough section 
which was very difficult to get through, but I have not understood that explorations 
were continued very much beyond that ; and Rat Portage—not the Narrows—was the 
objective point. 

Q. If the railway had been completed to Sturgeon Falls, and there built to Rat 
Portage, on the present located line, what extent of water communication would 
have been available, supposing Fort Frances Lock was completod ?—There would 
bave been an intermediate stretch of between 175 and 200 miles available. 

Q. That is including Rainy River and Lake of the Woods ?—Yes. 

Q. If that line had been adopted then, the water stretch for nearly 200 miles 
would have been available as a connecting link between the two ends of the rail- 
way ?—Yes; and the intermediate section of the railway could then have been built, 
as the country could afford it and the circumstances demanded. 

Q. But with the railway located where it is, the water ‘stretches cannot be 
availed of for purposes of commerce ?—Only in a preliminary way, except by 
improving the portages. If that were done, it could be availed of to a limited 
extent. 

Q. What do you mean by limited extent ?—I mean that a certain amount of 
stores could be taken through over the water route from Port Savanne by putting 
sufficient plant on the wator stretches and tramways at the portages. For 
of real trade to Manitoba, in the face of the lines now being carried through Minne. 
sota, I do not think it would be at all feasible, except with a view of supplying the 
country in the interior and the work on the railway, as it was going on. 

Q. Would it do that to any extent on the located line?—The located line is rather 
far out of the way to derive much advantage from it. By going into Rainy Lake 
and ascending by the Manitou route, the located line could be reached in that way. 

Q. Is that not a canoe route ?—Entirely so for boats or canoes. 

Q. And is not the present route from Port Savanne quite as good as the route 
from Rainy Lake up to the located line by the Manitou ?—lt is better, because there 
is more improvement made upon it. 

Q. So that really very little would be gained by farther improving the present 
Dawson route for the purpuse of constructing of the railway ?—For the purpose of 
constructing the railway, it would be useful to some extent, although a great deal 
might not be gained as regards the railway. 
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Q. I understand you to say that it would not be useful for any other purpose ?— 
I could hardly say that it would not be useful to some extent in opening up the 
country eventually. There is a very fine lumber country in there in different sec- 
tions, and some good land here and there, which, of course, the opening up of the 
route on a limited scale might render available; but for through traffic I do not 
think it would be very much used. | 

Q. Would not the country be more likely to be opened up from the other end 
than from the Lake Superior end ?—It might be as regards the lumber, but they 
might go in from both ends. | 

Q. Would Fort Frances Lock be of any use for local purposes ?—I do not think 
it would be of a very great deal of use until the country becomes settled so as to ren- 
der it an object to keep up navigation there, irrespective of through traffic. 

Q. Is the country on our side of Rainy Lake desirable for a settlement ?—There 
are certain portions of it fit for settlement. There is throughout that broken country 
a much larger area of land fit for settlement than is generally supposed. 

Q. Is there any settlement of consequence in there now ?—Except at Fort Fran- 
ces there are no regular settlement. | 

Q. What do you think the chief trade would be between Rainy Lake and Lake 
of the Woods, would it be lumber or agriculture produce ?—Lumber. There is a very 
fine country on Rainy River, which will eventually make a good settlement. 

Q. What will eventually be the course of traffic there ?—They will have only 
one course open to them, down through Lake of the Woods to Rat Portage. 

Q. So that the lock at Fort Frances would not be of any use to settlers there ?— 
Not much unless the route were improved to the east. If I might express an 
opinion in the matter, I would say that if the water route is to be improved, the best 
way to open it might be by means of locks of moderate dimensions at the different 
Falls, all the way through from Lac des Mille Lacs to the Lake of the Woods. Lam 
not sure but that a water route of 350 miles, even with 400 feet of lockaye, might 
not compete successfully with a railway in the transportation of heavy freisht; but, 
of course, the railway now under construction must render this unnecessury at least 
for a very long time to come. 

Q. Were ail the matters on the Dawson route carried out under your direction 
and supervision ?—Yes; except in the commencement at Fort Garry, when some work 
was done independently of me. 

Q. We had a question here a few days ago us to the cost of the two large boats 
on Rainy River and Lake of the Woods. I think Mr. Scott said he thought they cost 
$150,000, do you know what they cost ?—Yes; we kept a very careful reckoning of 
what the steamers cost. The large boat on the Lake of the Woods cost $40,000, and 
the Rainy Lake steamer cost $30,000, including engines and everything connected 
with them. 

Q. Does that include the freight account at $140 a ton that Captain Dick spoke 
of ?—Yes; it includes the entire cost of the boats. The freight did not cost so much. 
It was an experienced shipbuilder, a Mr. Brunel, nf Quebec, who superintended the 
building of the boats. As well as I can remember, the cost was $70,U00, it ma 
have been $75,000; it is not larger than that sum, nor less than the other. I spea 
from memory. 

Q. Does it include the cost of freight ?—Yes; the whole cost connected with the 
steamers. 

Q. Was that item of freight considered special in that account ?—There was a 
freight account kept and charged. The building of the steamers was first let by 
contract; the contractors failed to carry out the work, and tho boats were taken off 
their hrnds and completed by the Department of Public Works. 

Q. Was the expenditure on the works on that route counted carefully and closely ? 
—Yes; as carefally and closely as it could be. 

Q. Was the business done in a systematic manner?—It was done in the old 
system of the Department of Public Works; that is, anything that was done under. 
my direction. 53 
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Q. So that accounts were kept carefully and closely ?—Yes; they were carefully 
and gore kept under the old system of the Department. 

Q. Were not large accounts allowed to fall in arrears scattered all over the coun- 
try ?—No; the Accountants of the Department of Public Works went up every spring 
and came down every winter to the Department, where they made up the accounts, 
and nothing was allowed to stand over the financial year. 

Q. I see it was stated by the Prime Minister in the House of Commons that after 
you had resigned, an Accountant of the Public Works Department found accounts to 
the amount of something like $150,000 outstanding. I will quote his remarks :— 
“ Last year Mr. Dawson resigned his position, and Mr. Grant, of this city, was appointed 
“Superintendent. A great deal of his time was consumed in examining into and 
“paying old accounts. They found $150,000 of overdue accounts without any 
‘ proper vouchers for them. A very large proportion of these it was utterly impos- 
“‘sible to : ct at, except some statement from Mr. Dawson that such an amount was 
“due. ‘ile inextricable confusion to which the affairs of the road were reduced could 
“thus le imagined ?’—That must be a mistake probably in the report. When I 
resigu.d in 1875 there was a Mr. Donald M. Grant sent up, and the total amount of 
acc unts he had to arrange, apart from Carpenter’s contract, was about $15,000. 

Q. The point at issue is this: Whether, at the time the Government came in, 
they did not find a large amount of unsettled accounts in 1873 unpaid that had to be 
paid in 1874 ?—There was just $15,000, or thereabout, outstanding when Mr. Grant 
went up in 1875. He could have had no trouble with it, because an officer of the 
Department went up to assist him in arranging the accounts. 

‘  Q. But instead of $150,000, there were then only $15,000 outstanding ?— Yes; 
not more. 

Q. Why was there so much as $15,000 outstanding ?—It was in this way— 
the work was performed during the previous winter—repairs to the wharf, erection 
of station-houses, maintenance, and so forth—and that was the amount of the 
accounts that had to be deult with after the opening of navigation that year. 

Q. And there was nothing unusual or irregular in it ?—There was nothing 
unusual in it; but the accounts may not have been so precisely kept as formerly, 
because the staff had been paid off the previous year, and the work was carried on 
by Mr. Walter Oliver, who had been newly engaged, and had not had much expe- 
rience in book-keeping; but when the accounts were examined, they were found to 
be intrinsically correct, though not altogether in precise form. 

Q. Who is Mr. Oliver ?—He is a brother of Mr. Adam Oliver. He was a very 
good overseer, but had not had much experience in account keeping. His accounts 
were found to be intrinsically correct; there was very little trouble in arranging 
them. 

Q What was the total expenditure on the Dawson route?—The total expendi- 
ture on the Dawson route, as it 18 called from its first commencement, to the 30th 
June, 1874, apart from carpenters contract, was $1,294,887.82; from that deduct 
working expenses, $496,074.85. That is for keeping it open for the military and 
immigrants, and maintaining a force for transportation as well as for construction. 

Q. How much does that leave for construction, plant, and the buildings ?—It 
leaves $798,812.95 as the total amount for construction and plant—equal to a cost of 
$1,773 per mile from one end to the other. 

Q. Does that include the locks?—Yes; it includes the locks, dams, portage 
roads, buildings and plant. The lakes had to be supplied with stoamers. We had 
altogether fourteen steamers, large and small. The working expense amounted to 
$496,074.85. 

Q. Did you receive any revenue from the road ?—Revenues paid and accounts 
accrued amounted to $233,615.38. 

Did you charge the transport of troops in that account ?—The military es- 
pedition was paid separately by the Militia Department, but there is a small portion 
of its cost included in that. 

Q. Then there was a certain amount derived from taking through passengers, 
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and after that you had to take the militia through at so much. How much is charged 
for General Wolseley’s expedition ?—I think very close on $60,000, charged for it out 
of the $223,000. 

Q. What was the actual cost of working expenses over the revenue ?—-The 
actual cost of working expense over returns, from the commencement in 1869, until 
the time it was let by contract, was $262,459.47. 

Q. Did you send many passengers through ?—The route was not in a condition 
to send many through until the last year; when we got the large steamers in operation 
it then became very popular. I. think there were 1,000 went through in a short 
time, in 1873. 

Q. Were they all going west, or did some of them return ?—Chiefly west, very 
few came east. 

Q. What was your through cost per passenger ?—The charge to passengers was 
about ten dollars per head ; but, of course, it cost a good deal more. 

Q. You say the route was becoming popular the last year ?—It was becoming 
very popular by the time we got the large boats running. Fassengers were subject to 
a great deal of inconvenience before that, when we were depending upon the row 

ats. 

Q. Are you a civil engineer ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you practised your profession as a civil engineer ?—Yes. I have been 
eighteen years in Government service, as civil engineer in different parts of the 
conatry. 

Q. Is it not chiefly in designing work of this kind ?—Yes; a good deal. 

Q Have you been employed as an engineer on any of the canals ?—Not pre- 
cisely in making canals. | have surveyed for canals long ago, and I was for a long 
time engaged in opening the St. Maurice, and in the construction of hydraulic works 
on that river. 

Q. Have you had anything to do with the construction of railways ?—I have pro- 
jected railway lines. 

Q. What railways have you located and brought to operation. Haye you ever 
located a railway line and carried it through to completion ?—I never actually made 
much of the mechanical work of a railway, although I have projected several lines. 

Q. Were you an early advocate for the construction of this canal at Fort 
Frances ?—Yes; in connection with the line to Sturgeon Falls and thence to the 
À arrows of the Lake of the Woods, and on to Fort Garry. I was strongly in favor of 

e canal. 

Q. Did you report on it in 1872 ?—I reported on it at different times, 

Q. When was the first report, before 1872 ?—I think as early as 1869-70. 

Q. You urged upon the Government then, the construction of the lock at Fort 
Frances ?—I thought it would be highly advissble, and in 1873 I sent in a report 
recommending the construction of the lock at Fort Frances in connection with the 
line to Fort Garry by way of Sturgeon Falls. 

I will quote from your report in 1872:—‘“ If the navigation could be rendered 
“ continuous between ghoban owan Lake, and the North-West Angle of the Lake of 
“ the Woods, with a railroad from Thunder Bay to the former place, and a like work 
“ extending from Fort Garry to the latter, the Red River route would be in a state to 
“ defy competition in the transportation of heavy articles, but this would involve 
“ lockage to the extent of 450 feet, and the building of 150 miles of railroad. 
“ Without dwelling for the present, therefore, on works of such magnitude as 
“ would be necessary to attain this end, I would, in the mean time, draw attention to 
“ the advantage that would be gained by building locks at Fort Frances and Kettle 
“ Falls, so as to admit of vessels passing from the North-West Angle to Nequaquon- 
“ Portage, a distance of 180 miles. The difference of level at Fort Frances, between 
“ Rainy Lake and the pool below the Great Falls, is twenty-eight feet, and at Kettle 
“ Falls, between Namenken and Rainy Lakes, nine feet, making in all thirty-seven 
“ feet of lockage required to render the navigation continuous as stated, for 180 miles. 
“In view of the transportation of merchandize, which is even now being called 
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“ for by the importers of Manitoba, and the material required by the Pacific Railroad, 
“ this improvement to the navigation would be of great importance, and it could be 
effected at comparatively small outlay,” Was that your opinion in 1872 ?—Yes; but 
I modified that a good deal the following year. 

Q. Had you any conversation with the Minister on the subject at the time it 
went into your report ?—Not in 1872, that I remember. 

Q. Are you aware whether it met with his approval or not ?—I am not aware, 
but I urged the improvement of the navigation for a number of years. 

Q. It was, however permitted to form part of the Minister’s report ?—It was in the 
supplement to the Minister's report. The Department does not always adopt the 
supplementary reports, but we are at-liberty to recommend what we like in them. 

Q. You say you modified that report?—Yes; observing the activity on the 
American lines running through Minnesota, I sent in a report suggesting the 
expediency of carrying a line of railway to Sturgeon Falls from Lake Superior, and a 
_line from the Narrows of the Lake of the Wonds, to Fort Garry, both of which 
sections would eventually have been included in the main line running from Lake 
Superior to Fort Garry. 

Q. Where would you depart from the line at present located ?—Some distance to 
the east of Shebandowan, going from thence by way of Shebandowan Lake,and the line 
which has proved so satisfactory on exploration, to Sturgeon Falls, thence by the 
water-stretches, soon to be rendered continuous by the lock at Fort Frances, to the 
narrows of the Lake of the Woods—running a line of railway from thence to Fert 
Garry. 

à. Then you suggested that the line should be surveyed ?—I will quote from 
your report of 1873: ‘I am now confident that a railway could be run from 
‘ Thunder Bay to Fort Garry in a line nearly direct, and it would, in the first place, 
“ have the advantage of being the shortest which could be adopted between Lake 
‘“ Superior and Manitoba ; in the next, it would be farther south, on a lower level, and, 
‘“‘ consequently, in a better climate than the lines now being explored ; above all, it 
“ would pass through a country rich in timber, and having in certain sections good 
“ agricultural land, which would eventually occasion a traffic too important to be left 
“ out of consideration in projecting a line of railway. Moreover, the present line of 
“ route, imperfect as it is, would afford the means of carrying in men, material and 
‘ supplies to numerous points, so that the workof construction would be simple as 
‘ compared to that of lines in a pathless wilderness. I shall, on reaching Ottawa, 
“ submit a sketch showing this route, and would, in the meantime, respectfully suggest 
‘ the expediency of having it thoroughly explored before finally concluding as to the 
‘ route to be adopted. In respect to soundings, channels have been marke dout, and 
“ buoyed where necessary, throughout the navigable sections of the route. The Lake 
‘of the Woods, south of the North-West Angle, is a very shallow sheet of water. 
“ Indeed the bottom might be appropriately described as an area of flat ground, with 
“ from fifteen to twenty feet of water over it, and numerous hummocks strewn with 
‘ boulders rising here and there to the surface. In this shallow little sea, the wind 
“ when high, having an unbroken sweep of many miles, coon raisos a dangerous surge, 
‘ and a channel for the large steamers now about to run is being buoyed and marked 
‘ out with care.” Is that your opinion still?—Yes; that is still my opinion. _ 

Q. At that time you had not explored the country between Sturgeon Falls and 
the Narrows for a railway line. You stated in your report that you advised that the 
country should be thoroughly explored. Since that time have yon yourself explored 
it ?—I had it cursorily explored through from Sturgeon Falls to Lake Superior ; it 
was subsequently surveyed by the engineers of the Pacific Railway. 

Q. I am asking whether you yourself explored it, and placed yourselfin a posi- 
tion to give us any information respecting the line from Sturgeon Falls to the Lake 
of the Woods. I ask you whether since that date you made an exploratory survey ?—[ 
made no exploratory survey since thatdate. I simply recommended that it should 
be made. I made some previous to that date. 

Q. What portion of that part of the country fromSturgeon Falls tothe Narrows. 
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of the Lake of the Woods did you previously explore ?—From the north-west area of 
Rainy Lake, in the direction of the Manitou. I sent a party through to the Lake of 
the Woods. I sent exploring parties through there years ago. 

Q. But you never went through yourself ?—No ; I sent parties through. 

Q. You never made an exploratory survey yourself of which you can speak per- 
sonally, from Sturgeon Falls to the Narrows ?—Not the entire way through ; but I 
recommended it to be made. And I believe no thorough survey of that section has 
ever been made. 

Q. Do you know why it was not made ?—I cannot say why, I believe it was not. 
made. I can only state my impression. 

Q. Are you in a position to say it never was made ?—My impression is, that no- 
thorough survey was ever made of this line that is, from Sturgeon Falls with the 
Narrows, for the objective point. 

Q. Mr. Fleming stated before this Committee that the survey was prosecuted to- 
that point that made it apparent it was not practicable. I will quote from his evidence. 

§ ‘‘Had you the country between Sturgeon Falls and Lake of the Woods thor- 
‘“ oughly surveyed and explored ?—Yes; we went in from both ends, and had explora- 
“tions made, but the reports were so extremely unsatisfactory that we did not deem 
‘ it advisable to make further surveys. Instrumental surveys were continued, but we 
“ were driven off the direct line altogether. . 

Q. “Did the explorations extend north and south over a considerable portion of 
“ the country ?—Yes; they explored to the right and left over a considerable area. 

Q. “ You spoke of Rat Portage as being the only place where the Lake of the 
“ Woods would be crossed ?—The question of crossing the Lake of the Woods itself at 
‘ another point by a number of Islands, had been considered, but the expense would 
“ be very great indeed, and the policy of crossing these wide stretches of water is 
‘ very questionable. 

Q. ‘“ What is the character of the country east of the Narrows of the Lake of the 
‘ Woods ?—The country is very much like a continuation of the Lake of the Woods, 
“full of Lakes and Islands—about as much water as land. You can hardly tell where 
‘‘the lake begins and where the land ends. That is the general character of the 
“ country. 

Q. “Is it so, north of Sturgeon Falls as well as west ?—Yes; north and west from 
‘Sturgeon Falls. I speak of what is called the country to the east of Lake of the 
4 Woods. It is full of islands and inlets and deep water filled channels. 

Q. “ Would not a line from Sturgeon Falls, through the Narrows, to Winnipeg, be 
‘ much shorter ?—Yes; if you could get a line. There is another point of importance 
“in connection with it—it would pass very near the American territory. I do not 
‘think we could get a line through by the Narrows at all, there are so many things 
‘that are really impracticable. An attempt was made nearer home to cross a lake 
“ much smaller than that—I refer to Rice Lake—and it failed after a great deal of 
‘ money had been expended on it. 

Q. “ What is the distance between the Islands at the Narrows ?—I really cannot 
tell you without referring to the profiles. 

Q. “ Would not the consideration of being able to use the navigable waters from 
‘Sturgeon Fails and the north arms of Lake of the Woods, have justified a larger out- 
‘lay in the construction of a road on the southern than on the northern line ?—It 
“ would, certainly, but we found no practicable line at all. 

Q. “ What is the length of the line from Thunder Bay to Selkirk ?—410 miles ; 
“from Selkirk to Rat Portage it is 117 miles. 

Q. “ What is the distance by the other route, from Thunder Bay via Sturgeon 
“ Falls ?—I could not tell you; thers is no other route except what you might draw 
‘“ on the map yourself, e have found no other route. 

Q. “ From Sturgeon Falls westward, as far as examined, are there any consider- 
“able difficulties in the way of railway construction ?—For fourteen miles west of 
‘ Sturgeon Falls there is no great difficulty, but after that serious difficulties continue 
“ all the way. 5 
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Q. “ You say you have obtained what you consider exhaustive information as to 
“this country, from the point fourteen miles west of Sturgeon Falls to the Narrows ? 
6€ — Yes. . 

Q. ‘“ And you are prepared to say that no feasible line eould be found there ?—1 
“‘am very unwilling to say there is no praeticable line, but I am not pre to report 
‘on any practicable line. I am very unwilling to say it is impracticable, because we 
‘do not like to admit there is anything impracticable in engineering, but it is on 
“ that ground alone. 

Q. “ Would the expense be greater even. if the line were shorter, than the expense 
“involved in the longer line northward ?— From the inspection of the map it would 
“appoar that the distance would be shorter; I do not know how many miles, but I am 
‘sure that when you came to make the survey you would have to diverge so much 
‘from a straight line to get a proper grade that it would be greatly increased in 
“length. It is a most difficult, broken country. The crossing of the Lake of the 
“Woods is, in my opinion, entirely out of the question. am aware that Mr. 
‘ Dawson thinks differently that it could be done. 

Q. ‘ Did you have soundings made at the crossing of the lake 7—No; we accepted 
‘‘ Mr. Dawson’s soundings as being correct. 

x ‘ Have you any estimates as to what the crossing at the Narrows would cost ? 
| — 0. . 

Q. “Is it so serious as not to justify you in making an estimate ?—Yes; it 
‘6 was a serious a matter, that the idea of making an estimate was never enter- 
“ tained.” 

A. Mr. Fleining’s statement is a mistake as regards the crossing of the Narrows of 
the Lake of the Woods, and my impression is that no instrumental survey was made 

east of the Lake of the Woods on that line. You will see from tho map which I have 
submitted, that there is not the slightest similarity between Rice Lake and the Lake 
of the Woods, and there are none of the channels at the Narrows wider than the Ste. 
Maurice and other Canadian rivers which were crossed very easily. ù 

Q. I see in the No. 2 crossing on the map the greatest width of the channel at 
the Narrows is 1,075 feet ?—Yes. 

Q. What is the depth ?—60 feet at the middle of the deepest channel at crossing 
No.2. The average depth at crossing No. 1 is 16 feet. You will see from Mr. 
Fleming’s evidence that he never made any measurements at the Narrows; I should 
say that it was an important part of an engineer's duty to make such measurements 
in an important matter like this, as would enable him to indicate whore the water 
-ended and where the land began. 

Q. You will admit that Mr. Floming's experience as engineer is very large ?— 
I do not call in question Mr. Fleming’s experience as an engineer; but as far as the 
Narrows of the Lake of the Woods is concerned, he was never there. 

Q. Still he takes your figures and soundings?—As far as the crossing of the 
Narrows of the Lake of the Woods is concerned, Iam prepared to say that it is quite 
feasible, and would not in my opinion cost more than would an equal distance of the 
road at Rat Portage crossing, judging from what I have heard of it. 

Q. And what you now know of Mr. Fleming’s opinion does not change yours as 
to the crossing of the Narrows of the Lake of the Woods ?—Not in the least; I am 
of the same opinion as I was before. I am of opinion that it was never thoroughly 
‘examined by Mr. Fleming’s parties. 

Q. In your opinion, as obtained from your own knowledge of the country, and 
information from other sources, do you think that the country between Sturgeon 
Falls and Rat Portage is more difficult than the country on either side of Rat 
Portage on the located line ?—I think that in the rougher sections it is very much 
of the same character, and not more difficult. 

Q. Have you over been over the country between Port Savanne and Rat 
Portage ?—I have frequently passed from the one place to the other, and have had 
my exploring parties in different parts of it. 

Q. You have never been {yourself over the country between Savanne and Rat 
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Portage by the located line ?—Not the entire distance, personally, by the located 
e. 


Q. Have you ever sent out engineers to find a line between those two points— 
between Savanne and Rat Portage ?—I have sent out to survey and explore down to 
Sturgeon Falls, but not by the located line between Savanne and Rat Portage; my 
explorations were to the south of that line. 

Q. Have you ever yourself gone through, o sent engineers through on the line 
between Sturgeon Falls and Rat Portage ?—Part of the way I have. 

Q. Have you sent them through from Rat Portage eastward—have you ever 
made a survey in the direction of Sturgeon Falls eastward from Rat Portage, your- 
seit ?— No; I never made a survey at Rat Portage; my surveys went to the south of 

t. 

Q. You admit that you have neither surveyed it yourself, nor have you ever 
sent engineers to survey on either line ?—Not quite; what I say is this: I have often 
been along the country between the two places, not very far south of the line you 
mention. My opinion is derived from 4 knowledge of the country, and from infor- 
mation obtained from the people who are in it, and with whom I bad every 
meang of communicating, through years, in my capacity of Indian Commissioner, as 
well as Engineer of Works. A man must have but little perception if he goes 
through a country, and is in constant intercourse with its inhabitants, if he does not 
acquire a knowledge of ita general character. Iam not very much mistaken as to 
the general character of that country. 

Q. Mr. Fleming was never personally there, and knows it only from report ?— 
And, I am afraid, very imperfectly as regards the Lake of the W crossing. 

Q. Do you know anything as regards the country on the present location of the 
line ?—I know it very well as far as Lac des Mille Lacs and forty miles beyond that 

ake. 

Q. Do you consider it as desirable for purposes of settlement as the southern 
line ?—About the height of land the country is very poor; but I think there is more 
good land on the southern line, and a better climate. 

Q. You spoke of the little trade that might be through Fort Frances Lock, and 
said it might be timber ; would not a slide have answered the purposes of the proba- 
ble trade there better than a lock ?—In running saw-logs down, a slide would be per- 
fectly sufficient, but I do not think that even a stide is required for running logs down 
the Fort Frances Fall. The lock might be used for taking down sawed lumber. 

Q. Bat there are na mills there yet ?—No ; except the one at Fort Frances. 

And farther deponent saith not. | 


S. J. DAWSON. 


Hon. Mr. Scott submitted the following answers to enquiries by the Hon. 
Mr. Macpherson : 


Ist. Q. What is the date of the railway contract to Shebandowan ? -The contract 
was awarded on the 3rd April, 1875, and the contract was signed on the 13th April. 

2nd. Q. What is the date of the cancellation of the contract ?—The contractors 
wore notified on the 19th January, 1876, that the contract would end 154 miles east of ‘ 
Shebandowan on the 7th March, 1876; the contractors elected to end their contract 
at the point above naméd. 

3rd. Q. What is the date of the contract to Port Savanne ?—The contract was 
let on the 7th June, 1876, and it was signed on the 25th June. 
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Orrawa, 24th April, 1878. 


Micuasz Harnais, called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Are you at present employed on the Pacific Railway Staff?—Yes. 

Q. What is your occupation ?—Leveller. 

Q. Do you know the country north and west of Lake Superior to the Lake of 
the Woods ?—Yes; I have spent a good many years in that country. I have been 
there more or less since 1869. 

Q. Did you spend the summers there ?—Yes; both summer and winter. 

Q. How were you first engaged up there ?—I was first in the employ of Mr. 
Dawson on the Dawson Route. 

Q: Are you acquainted with the country between Sturgeon Falls and the North- 
west Angle ?—I have been over-sections of it a good deal. I have been a good deal 
on the main route and on different routes. 

Q. Were you with any of the engineering parties on the line ? —Of course the 
or neering Parties have generally run north of that. I have been on the line from 
White Fi to Manitou River. White Fish Bay is on the east side of the Lake of 
the Woods. I have been over portions of the located line also. 

Q. I want you to speak of the country between Sturgeon Falls and the North- 
west Angle or the Narrows?—Of course, I can only speak of the sections from 
Rainy Lake, or Fort Frances north to the Manitou River. 

Q. Have you been up the Manitou itself?—Yes; I have been up and down 
frequently 

Q. A dozen times ?—Yes; twenty times 

Q. Can you speak as to the character of the country on which this proposed line 
of Mr. Dawson’s is laid down ?—On either side ot the Manitou the country is very 
high and rocky. The western portion of Rainy Lake is not correctly laid down on 
the may. A great many bays run up, and there is a great deal more water than is 
shown on the plan. 

Q. Have you surveyed the country ?—Different sections of it, and some of the 
lakes on the Dawson Route. 

Q. Have you surveyed Rainy Lake sufficiently well, to speak of the bays? 
When you talk of surveying, do you mean levelling ?—I scaled the lakes. 

Q. How far on either side of the Manitou have you explored the country ?— 
I can only speak in a general way of that country, as 1 just passed up and down ins 
canoe. I have been east of the Manitou about ten miles, 

Q. What is the character of the country there ?—It is a very high’ rocky 
country, 

Q. Is it feasible for the construction of a railway ?—I have not explored the 
country safficiently for a line, but it is a very doubtful, bad looking country. At the 
timo I was through that country I was oxploring for timber, I was not exploring for 
a line at all. | 

Q. Would your observations not justify you in giving an opinion as to the char. 
acter of the country ?—I could give you an opinion so far as relates to the country to 
the north of the Manitou. 

Q. But as to the crossing, what is its character?—It is a very high country. 
There is a fall there in the first place of ‘47 to 50 feet. 

Q. What is it, rock, or clay, or sand ?—At the portage it is clay on the top, but 
I fancy yon would very soon strike rock. 

Q. What is the height of bank above water ?—About 80 feet, I think. The 
height of the fall above is 48 feet. 

; Q. How do the banks correspond on each side ?—The bank on the east side is 
ower. 

Q. What is the difference in the heights ?—25 or 30 feet, speaking from 
memory. 

Q. Did you measure it ?—No; I did not, I speak from observation; that is my 
impression of the height. 
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Q. Are there any bodies of water besides Manitou running down to Rainy Lake 
that are not shown on the plan ?—Not that I am aware of. 

Q. How high do those bays run ap ?—I did not survey thom ; of course it is 
only guess work, but I should say probably eight or ten miles. 

à Farther in than is shown on the plan ?—Yes. 

Q. Do you know that to be a fact ?—Yes; judging from what I could see going 
up in a canoe. I would not speak of it unless 1 was perfectly confident that the bay 
existed. 

Q. Did Jon cross Rainy Lake a dozen times and penetrate into the interior of that 
country ?—Yes; more than that, Ihave been up there since 1875, three or four 
times & season. 

Q. Are there-any deep ravines running up from Rainy Lake ?—Yes; as far as I 
can judge from the west shore, it is a very high country. You can see the high 
ranges running. Itis a bolé country wh‘ch you can see very well, as you coast along 
the shore, ten miles south of the ManitouRapids. 

Q. Are they rocky ravines ?—There are very high ranges running uorth and 
south there. 

Q. Do the ravines terminate in Rainy Lake ?—Yes; I believe so. 

Q. Were you on that line that Mr. Garden surveyed from Sturgeon Falls ?—No; 
not from Sturgeon Falls. I have not been on Garden’s line from Sturgeon Falls to 
Manitou Lake. 

Q. Were you on the portion further west ?—Yes; I was on the portion west of 
Manitou Lake to Lake of the Woods. I traversed all the lakes on the plan, from 
Manitou River to White Fish Bay. 

Q. Which is the better country, on the north or on the south, north-west or 
south-west of that chain of lakes, for the railway ?—The country improves as you 
go north of that; itis all very rough. 

Q. Have you been through between that chain of lakes and this proposed line of 
Mr. Dawson's ?—No. 

Q. How far to the south-west of that chain of lakss you speak of, have you been ? 
—I coasted along by Sabascong Bay, and crossed Turtle Portage, and explored the 
country there for timber. I coasted from Turtle Portage towards the Narrows of the 
Lake of the Woods. I have been in the country several miles east and west of Turtle 
Portage. It is a very high rolling country. 

Q. What do you mean by a high country ?—A country going from about 100 to 
250 and 300 feet above the level of the water. | 

Q. Is that the general character of that country ?—It is the general character 
along thore. 

Q. Did you take the levels ?—No: I speak merely from observation. 

Q. Do these elevations rise perpendicularly ?—Some places they do; as a rule 
they rise perpendicularly. 

Q. Have you gone up to the crossing known as the crossing at the Narrows ?— 
Yes ; the first time I was there was in 1875, and I have been there frequently since. 

Q. Were you ever there with any engineers with a view of finding a crossing 
there ?—I went there with Mr. Hazlewood, the District Engineer in charge of the 
works from Thunder Bay. 

Q. Did you go there for the p se of seeing the crossing for railway purposes ? 
—Yes. The Islands do not seem to be laid down correctly in Dawson’s plan af all. 
There are no such islands there as are represented in the position he represents them. 
Mr. Dawson has got a cluster of islands between the main shore and the islands 
which we saw. We could not find any such cluster of islands as he has laid down in 
his plan. 

9. Did you look for them ?—Yes; we went there specially to look for them. 

Q. What is the gap of water you found there ?—We did not measure it; but [ 
should say it is fully half a mile at the narrowest point. 

Q. Do you know the depth of water ?—No; we never took any soundings. 

Q. Is it deep or shoal water ?—It is EP water. 
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Q. Did you and Mr. Hazlewood come to any conclusions as to its facilities for 
crossing ?—Mr. Hazlewood condemned it for a crossing as soon as he saw it, and 
said it was utterly impracticable. We did not take any further measurements for 
crossings, or soundings. 

Q. That is, it was so plainly impossible that it was not necessary ?—Yes ; it 
was so manifestly impracticable that we did not consider it necessary to make any 
tests of it. - 

Q. Did Mr. Hazlewood measure it?—No; he did not measure it. 

Q. Are you sure you were in the place indicated by Mr. Dawson as the Nar- 
rows ?—Yes; at the place indicated as the Narrows of Mr. Dawson’s plan. 

. How many times have you been at the Narrows ?—Half a dozen times. In 
fact, I heard of the Dawson scheme for crossing the Narrows, years before I went 
there, and I took particular observation of it in consequence the first time I 
saw it. 

Q. Did you make no examination of the No. 2 crossing ?—-No; wo did not. 

Q. Have you been through it ?—I have been there a couple of times. I cannot 
speak very much of the crossing, but I can speak as to the country to the west of it. 
tis a fearful county. I have been over it, and spent two winters in it. 

Q. Is it practicable for a railway there ?—No. 

Q. Have you been in the country on the western side of Mr. Dawson’s second 
crossing ?—Yes ; I am familiar with the -ountry to the west of it. 

Q. Do you think that crossing is practicable ?—I think not. 

Q. Have you explored the country there very widely ?— Very carefully and 
very widely. I have explored the country thoroughly to within a few miles of sec- 


tion 15. 
Q. Does the country improve as you go west ?--It is a very low part of the 


country all through. 

Q. What proportion of water and land is there, through there after you cross that 
broad peninsula ?—I should think there is 60 per cent. of it water. 

Q. Have you explored the country sufficiently to speak positively ?—Yes; and I 
should say there would be at least 60 per cent. of it water. I have explored from 
crossing No. 2 to within two miles o section 15 on the located railway. I made a 
topographical survey of the country in connection with the lines. Of cou rse, it was 
only compass work, but I had to make connection with the different lines. 

Q. Did you take the levels ?—No; we did not. 

Q. But the configuration of the country is such as to leave no doubt on your 
mind as to its facilities for railway purposes ?—Certainly. 

Q. Were you ever at Rat Portage ?—Yes. 

Q. Have you been any number ot miles east and west of Rat Portage by the 
located line ?—-Not many miles on the located line; of course I have explored the 
country through there. 

Q. You do not know whether the country through which the located line passes 
is as difficult as that which you have described ?—I have traversed the chain of 
lakes north of the line to Black Sturgeon Lake, and I could judge of the country 
without being over the whole of it; and it appeared to be very rough. 

Q. Do you think the country four miles west of Rat Portage, and four miles cast 
of it, is more favorable for railway construction than the country north of Rainy 
Lake and Lake of the Woods, or is it much the same ?—I do not think the four 
miles east and west of Rat Portage is as bad as it is between the crossing No. 2 and 
the present located line. 

Q. What reason have you for thinking it is not so bad ?—Judging from the 
appearance of the country. 

Q. Have you been on tho located line there ?—Yes; I have been two or three 
miles back on it. 

Q. And the country is very much the same 7—It is very similar; it is a rough 


country. 
Q You spoke of the ravines that fall an” Rainy Lake; did you explore any of 
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them ?—I never followed them up; I surveyed the chain of lakes from the Whitefish 
Bay to the Manitou River. 

Q. How far the other side of that chain of lakes did you explore the country ?— 
I did not go very far; some places I went in to look at the timber, but I could not 
say that I explored on each side—I merely took the coast line. 

a Q. So that you really knew nothing of the country on either side ?—Not to any 
istance. 

Q. But you could judge by the crossing of the ridges that it is a very rough 
country. You cannot speak from your own knowledge of the character of the 
country back from those lakes ?—Nothing further than from what I could see of the 
ridges which followed the same course on the rivers down to the shore. 

Q. You were having an eye to timber at that time, rather than exploring for a 
railway line ?—At that time we were running an exploratory survey to ascertain the 
character of the country from White Fish Bay to Sturgeon Falls. 

Q. When you were at Lake of the Woods with Mr. Hazelwood, were you thero 
professionally, or as an amateur ?—I took Mr. Hazelwood to the place. 

Q. Wore you in Government employ then ?—Yes. 

Q. Did you discover from Mr. Hazelwood whether his own inclination would 
have been in favour of a more southern route than the present location ?—No; quite 
the reverse. Mr. Hazelwood rather wanted to go north; in fact, he sent us up there 
after rare to see if we could not get a line from the Dals on Winnipeg River, below 

t Portage. 

Q. De you think Mr. Hazlewood looked very anxiously for Mr. Dawson’s 
crossing at the Narrows ?—He did. It seeued to be one of his special objects for 
going up there. 

. a. id he go there for that purpose ?— Yes; it seemed to be one of his chief 
objects. 
=O. Did he himself favour a more northern route ?—I could not saythat. I think 
he tried to favour any route that would present the greatest facilities. 

Q. Why did he not examine the No. 2 crossing at the Narrows ?—I do not 
think he was aware of it; in fact, I do not know why he did not examine it. 

Q He obtained his information of it from what you said ?—Yes; of the country 
west of it. 

Q. You say there aro islands laid down on Mr. Dawson’s map which do not 
exist ?—They do not exist as laid down on the plan. 

Q. Did you make a careful survey of the locality ?—No; I did not. 

Q. Do you know who proposed ‘this plan for Mr. Dawson ?—I do not. I 
do not mean to say that the islands which he has laid down in his plan, do- 
not exist; but I certainly say they do not exist in the position which he has shown 
them in his plan. 

Q. What time of the year did you survey that chain of lakes ?—In the winter,. 
on the ice. - 

And further deponent saith not. 


M. HARRIS. 


Orrawa, 24th April, 1878. 
James H. Rowan called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. What is your occupation ?—Civil Engineer. 

Q. What is your position on the Pacific Railway ?—I am now District Engineer 
of the Manitoba district. Formerly I had charge of the whole of the surveys from 
here to Livingston, about 300 miles west of Red River. 

Q. Do you know the country between Lake Superior and Manitoba ?—Generally 


speaking, I do. & 
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Q. Had you charge of any portion of that survey ?—I had charge of the whole 
of it while the surveys were being made, up to the winter of 187475, when it was 
divided into two districts. 

Q. then you are acquainted with the country known as the Sturgeon Falls 
route ?—Yes; I know that that route was recommended, and, I believe, the line was 
located as far as Sturgeon Falls, and 12 or 14 miles further west. 

Q. Are you aware why that lino was abandoned ?—Yes ; because it was imprac- 
ticable to find a line west of that, from the surveys that were made. Mr Fleming 
-consulted with me when I was here, when that line was recommended to be surveyed 
from Sturgeon Falls to the Narrows of the Lake of the Woods. When the matter 
was firat proposed, Mr. Fleming asked me if I thought it was practicable. I told 
him I was afraid not; that it might be possible, from what I knew of the general 
_geological formation of the country, to get a line from Thunder Bay to the neighbor- 
hood of Sturgeon Falls; but from that point west I was afraid, from what I knew of 
the formation of the country, it would be impracticable, as the ravines were all 
running at right angles to the route to be followed. Mr. Fleming then instructed 
Mr, Hazelwood, who had just at that time assumed charge of the Eastern district— 
now called the Prince Arthur's district—to have an examination made from Thunder 
Bay to Sturgeon Falls. He instructed me to have an examination made from Rat 
Portage to Sturgeon Falls, which I did. I instructed Mr. Forest, one of my assistants 
in Manitoba, to go and make an examination throughout, in as direct a line as prac- 
ticable—a preliminary examination, like the preliminary examinations we have made 
of the otber lines—between Sturgeon Falls and White Fish Bay, because we had 
. already a preliminary line from Rat Portage to White Fish Bay. That was the way 
we tried to get through in our first trial line in 1871. 

Q. Have you got Mr. Forest's report to you of the White Fish Bay line ?—I 
have not got it here; I thought it was submitted last year. 

Q. Where is White Fish Bay ?—It is about 20 or 30 miles south-east of Rat 
. Portage on the Lake of the Woods. 

Q. What is the character of the report ?—It was entirely unfavourable to our 
_ getting a line in a country co exceedingly rough ; and the general trend of the hills 
and valleys was from the north-east to the south-west, almost directly at right angles 
to the direction we were trying to find a line. 

Q. Did it show that those ridges and valleys were very numerous?—Yes. It 
was from one hill and valley to another and in many cases ridges were divided by 
. deep lakes. 

Fa. What were the hills composed of ?—Rocks. The country was all rocks and 
water. 

Q. What was the height of the hills generally ?—They varied. As far as my 
recolicction serves me, they were from 30 to 60 and 70 feet in height. 

Q. What width, as a rule ?—I could not name any width. 

2 Did you ever try the route proposed by Mr. Dawson, as laid down on his 
map ?—No. 

PQ Did you ever try any of the crossings at the Lake of the Woods ?—Yes. 

Q. When ?—Last year. 

Q. Which of them ?—Both. No. 1. crossing is shortly after you leave the entrance 
from the North-west Angle. When Mr. Fleming spoke to me about running a line 
in this way because it was highly recommended. I replied: “I have been back and 
“ forward several times, and | never saw a place anything like what is laid down on 
- “this map of Mr. Dawson’s.” He said: ‘ Are you sure you were not mistaken in 
“ going there?” 1 said: *‘ I am as sure as a man can well be that it is not the case, 
“and Iam almost morally certain that there is no such piace as is represented on 
“that plan of Mr. Dawson’s.” He said: “Then you must look more carefully into 
“the matter when you go back.” When I returned I dirocted one of my engineers 
. on the way out to tho location of contract 15, to examine the place, which he did, 
. and he reported to me verbally when I met him. 

Q. Who is the engineer ?—Mr. Carre. He is the gentleman now in charge under 
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me on contract fifteen. He reported that thero was no such crossing as is repre- 
sented on this map of Mr. Dawson’s. I said: “You must be mistaken, as Mr. . 
Dawson has reported that there issuch a crossing. I believe he has had asurvey made, 
and s careful sketch of it prepared, and the islands are as represented.” He said: 
“ Mr. Rowan, I can assure you there is no such crossing.” Then,on my way out, I 
went to the placo myself and examined it. I made no measurements, as | saw at a 
glance as any professional man would sce—that although the place had a general 
resemblance to this map of Mr. Dawson’s, the islands are not as shown on the plan, 
exhibit “ Z.” 

\ Q. Do thoy afford any facilities for crossing ?—No; they do not. It would bea 
very arduous undertaking to mako a crossing at that point. 

Q. What was your estimate of the greatest width ?—Betwoen a quarter of a 
mile and half a mile across. | 

Q. Is there a grent depth of water ?—I did not sound it. I took Mr. Dawson’s 
figures as representing the depths. I am of opinion that the islands are not in the 
position shown on this plan. 

Q. How are the shores at those points ?—They are very rough, bold shores. 

Q. Is there deep water at the edge ?—Yes; pretty deep. They rise pretty sud- 
denlv ; almost perpendicularly out of the water. 

Q. What do you think is the height of the banks there ?-—Thoy vary from ten to 
thirty-five or forty feet. 

Q. You do not think there is any part of the banks higher than that ?—Not the 
banks themselves; but it is higher as you go into the interior.. 

Q. To what height does it rise in the intorior?—I think thore are some points 
which rise above the level of the lake tv a height of some eighty feet. 

Q. Are they rock ?—Bare rock. It has been all burnt over, and what littlo soil 
there was on it has been burnt off. I am speaking of the country on tho east side of 
the crossing. 

Q. Did you conclude, yourself, that the whole of the features of the country pre- 
clude the possibility of crossing there ?—Yes. I thought it would cost such a vast 
sum of money. Taking that into consideration, and the other facts, that tho line to 
be followed by Mr. Dawson’s route crosses the rough country at a greater longth than 
by our present located line, that even if the crossing could be obtained at the Narrows, 
tho line would not be feasible. There are a number of minor crossings at the Narrows 
that are not as difficult as crossings number one. 

" Q. Did you examine them ?—I examined between the main shoro and the largo 
island. I did not go in there as I considered it was impracticable. 

Q. Did you examine crossing number two ?—Yes; I examined it. 

Q. How is the country on the othor side of it ?—It is a very rough country. In 
fact the whole of that country is very similar in character; there is very little differ- 
enco in it. 

Q. How are the banks on either side of the number two crossing ?—They are 
very similar. In both cases high rock with a few live trees and a good many burnt 
ones on them; no soil of any account whatever. 

Q. What is the breadth of number two crossing ?—I never measured ii; but I 
think it would be somewhat similar to number one. They seemed to me to be very 
similar. 

Q. What were your conclusions about crossing number two ?—My conclasions 
were they were both impracticable—that is without an enormous oxpenditure. 

Q. Did you ever make an estimate of the cost of bridging them ?—I have made 
a very rough estimate of what I thought the probable cost would be. 

Q. With what materials ?—Making it by erecting embankments, with a fow 
openings in them to allow the passage of water. 

Q. Did you make an estimate for the bridge ?—I did; a vory rough one. 

Q. What were your piers to be made of ?—Stone. 

Q. Would not cribs of wood work do as well ?—No; I think not, in an expon- 
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sive work of that kind. The timber would have to be renewed evory few years in 
the neighborhood of the water. 

Q. Are there any stone structures on the Pacific Railway ?—Not yet ; but we 
will have some on contract fifteen, where we have some large structures. 

Q. At the outset ?—Yes. 

Q. Have the plans been changed for them ?—No. 

Q. Was it always intended that they should be of stone ?—It was always intended 
that the large bridges at the crossings of tho Winnipeg River, at Rat Portage, 
should be of stone and iron. 

Q. Was the country between the Narrows and Sturgeon Falls ever thoroughly 
surveyed ?—No; I think not. 

Q Between Sturgeon Falls and Rat Portage was it ever thoroughly surveyed ? 
—An cxploratory survey was made. 

Q Did you personally examine or explore it ?—No; but I had parties under 
me who explored it, and I passed up and down the lines. 

Q. Was there more than one exploratory survey made there ?—One only. 

Q. So that there was no thorough exploratory survey of that country made ?— 
It was an exploration that precluded tho possibility of getting as good a route a3 we 
have already got on the present logated line. 

Q. Between the chain of lakes on Mr. Garden’s survey, and Rainy Lake, how 
do the ridges run, and what is the character of the country ?—As I said before, the 
country generally speaking, between Sturgeon Falls and White Fish Bay, on Lake 
of the Woods, consists of hills, valleys and Jakes. The general trend of them all 
is from south-west to north-east, from the height of land towards Rainy Lake and 
Lake of the Woods. 

Q. Your knowledge of it is from the reports of your subordinates—you did not 
examine it yourself?—Yes; it is from the reports of my subordinates, and what [ 
have seen myself. I reported in 1874 to Mr. Fleming, that from the observations 


-we then had, and from the knowledge wo had obtained of the geological formation of 


the country, that it would be hopeless to find a line, south of the height of land 
which runs south of Eagle Lake. Subsequent observations tended to show that that 
was correct, as similar observations, only proved the correctness of what I said to 
Mr. Fleming. On tho north sido of Rainy Lake and the Lake of the Woods, th. 
rough country extends to about thirty-five miles on each side of the Winnipeg Rive 

Q. Does the present located lina cross the rough country on the shortes : 
diameter ?—Yes. about 80 miles. 

Q. lf the line had run from Sturgeon Falls to the Narrows of the Lake of the 
Woods, or Rat Portage, what longth of it would have been through the rough 
country ?—If it had run by Sturgeon Falls to the Narrows of Lake of the Woods on 
the route recommended by Mr. Dawson—abandoning our line altogether, and keeping 
south, so as to follow the Dawaon Line—the distance would be, as measured on the 
map, 125 miles, as against 80 miles actual measurement on the present located line; 
but the former distance would be increased on location. 

Q. That is so far as is known by surveys ?—We know that all the country is 
rough through from Sturgeon Falls to Rat Portage. 

Q. Is it rougher than the country through which the &0 miles of the located line 
passese—40 miles on either side of Rat Portage ?—Speaking in genoral terms, I think 
it is all very similar. 

Q. Did you ever express an opinion unfavorable to the finding of a line near 
Lake Shebandowan ?—I think I may have done so. 

Q. Did you not express an unfavorable opinion with respect to finding a line 
From Lake Superior to Sturgeon Falls ?—I think I said I was doubttul if such a line 
could be found. 

Q. But a good line was subsequently found there ?—I believe a practicable line 
was found there. I had special reasons for expressing an unfavorable opinion of it 
at first. 
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Q. Explain what the reasons were ?—As I have already stated, when the line 
was proposed to be run, Mr. Fleming consulted with me on tho matter, as having 
Charge of all those surveys. He asked me what my views were on the subject. [ 
said ,[ was afraid we could not get a line through that country, to which Mr. Fleming 
replied, that Mr. Dawson had written to the Minister that such a 1ne could be 
obtained, and that he had positive knowledge to that effect. My reply to Mr. Fleming 
was, that I was afraid, Mr. Dawson took a too sanguine view of anything in’connection 
with the Red River route, and for my part, I could not place much reliance on his 
statement respecting it, because he had previously recommended the construction of 
an almost impracticable work, in the shape of a dam at Shebandowan Lake, which 
he had estimated would cost $12,000, but when it was examined into, it was found it 
would cost nearer a million dollars. That is the reason why I did not think Mr. 
Dawson’s statement was reliable, when ho said a practicable route could be found by 
Sturgeon Falls, to the Narrows of Lake of the Woods, when Mr. Fleming told me that 
was the only data he had. 

Q. It amounts to this, that the fact of Mr. Dawson having expressed a favorable 
Opinion, prejudiced you against it ?—No; but I did not place much reliance on Mr. 
Dawson's statoment respecting that route. 

Q. Do you know who prepared Mr. Dawson’s plan, Exhibit Z?—I am not confi- 
dent ; but ? think it was a Mr. Mara who draughted the plan for him. I have heard 
that such was the case. 

Q. Had you charge of the Fort Frances Lock ?—No; but I received instructions 
last year to go and see how the work was getting on. 

Q. What timo was that ?—TI think it was some timo in June, last summer. 

Q. Did you change the plans of the lock ?—I received instructions, when I was 
on my way back to Winnipeg, that the depth at which thé mitre sills were to be 
be placed was to be reduced, I think, from seven fcet to four and a half feet. 

Q. Do you know why that change was made ?—I do not. My instructions were 
from a telegram I received. It was intended that the telegram should have reached 
me before I returned from the lock, but I received it on my way down Rainy River, 
and I sent back instructions to Fort Frances to that effect. 

Q. Are you aware that the work was temporarily suspended in 1875 ?—I am not 
aware of it. - 

Q. Had you any instructions on the subject ?—I had not; I had nothing to do 
with it. 

Q. I find this telegram from the Department of PublicWorks in Novomber, 1875-- 
* Close all canal works, Fort Frances. Suspend all proceedings; confer with Mr. 
4 Rowan on the subject.” Are you the Mr. Rowan referred to ?—I suppose I am. 

Q. But you had no communication with the Department at that time ?—No. 

Q. Nor with Mr. Sutherland ?—No. 

Q. Had you any instructions with regard to the resumption of the work ?—No; 
the first instructions I had at all were last summer from Mr. Marcus Smith, that I 
should go out and see how the work was proceeding. 

Q. Were you aware that the section of the Pacific Railway was under contract, 
and was actually under construction from Fort William to Snebandowan before the 
route to Sturgeon Falls was abandoned ?—I have a general knowledge to that effect. 

Q. You had no charge of that ?—No; none whatever. 

Q. And you do not know when the location was changed? —No; Ido not. I 
know nothing of anything connected with the construction of the railway east of Rat 
Portage, after I assumed charge of the Manitoba district. 

Q. And you were not consulted in any shape respecting the suspension of the 
work at Fort Frances when the location of the railway was changed ?—No; I was 
not. 

And further deponent saith not. 

JAMES H. ROWAN, 
District Engineer, Manitoba District, C.P.R. 
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Orrawa 27th April, 1878. 


S. J. Dawson recalled, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Who is Mr. Robert Ross?—Mr. Robert Ross is a Provincial Land Surveyor 
of high standing, whoso residence is in Frampton. 

à. Did Mr. Robert Ross ever see this plan of the Narrows of Lake of the Woods 
which has been fyled with your former deposition as Exhibit M?—It was handed in 
as a reduced copy of the map which he made of the Narrows. 

Q: Did Mr. Ross sign the map of which this is'a copy ?—He signed the original 
map, and the plan which I now produce have been reduced from the larger map of 
Mr. Ross’ which he has certified to. I rather think if a search is made in the 
Department of Public Works the eriginal can be found there. As to the best of my 
recollection, I sent it into the Department in 1872. The history of the map is very 
simple: Mr. Robort Ross was sent to make a survey of the Narrows to ascertain 
whether it was practicable to run a bridge across there. He made that survey very 
particularly as regards the crossings of the different channels. 

Q. When was it made ?—In tho fall of 1873. He triangulated or measured all 
the crossings and made the surroundings with great care. 

Q, Were you with him at the time ?—I was within a short distance of him at 
the time. I happened to be at the North-West Angle of the Lake of the Woods with 
other Commissioners negotiating an Indian Treaty. Mr. Ross is a Provincial Land 
Surveyor who has done a great deal of work for the Government. I sent him with a 
party to make a survey of the crossing at the Narrows in ordor to ascertain whether 
it was possible to run a bridge across there. He first surveyed one place called 
‘crossing No. J,” onthe map, he then went further north to try if he could get a 
better crossing and surveyed “crossing No. 2.” The channels were narrower at 
crossing No. 2, as shown by the figures given on the plan “ Z,” but the islands were 
highor and more rocky, which would have occasioned greater difficulty in running 
across thore. At crossing No. 1, he found the islands comparatively low and easy to 
get over. The Islands immediately on the line of crossing marked on that plan are 
there, existing in the position in which he placed them according to his survey, and 
his survey was made under his oath of office as Provincial Land Surveyor. 

Q. Were you in that neighborhood ?—-I was within a few miles of him. 

Q. Did you visit the place during that time?--I saw him while he was going 
on with his work. He brought me a rough sketch, and I immediatly sent him back 
to continue the survey. I was in frequent communication with him while he was 
going on with his survey. 

Q. With respect to his survey, what do you know about the situation of the 
islands ?— With regard to the islands, there aro no islands set down on Mr. 3 
map but what are also down on somo one of the maps made by Mr. Thompson of the 
Boundary Survey of 1826, from which I see this map (tracing of tho district from 
Lake Superior to Red River) of the Pacific Railway Survey has been copied. 

Q. Who made that map ?—Mr. Thompson, one of the Commissioners appointed 
to lay down the boundary between Canada and the United States. The islands 
which appear in Mr. Thompson’s map, appear also in Mr. Ross’ map; bat Mr. Ross 
is responsible only for the portion of the Islands immediately on the line of the 
crossing, although the other islands aro, as near as I can judgo, in about the same 
position as in the old maps. 

Q. Irrespective of both maps, what do you, yourself, know of those islands ?—I 
have been frequently through them, but, in merely passing through with a canoe 
you could not tell, with critical exactness, whether the islands were in the precise 
situation marked on tho map. I could sec that the channels were so narrow as to 
impress me with the idea that it was practicablo to run a bridge across thém, and on 
that account I ordered tho survey. 

Q. Then of your own knowledge, as far as you could judge in passing throngh 
in a canoe, the islands are in the same placo as they are represénted to be in those 
maps ?—Yes; only it is a porfect labyrinth of islands, and it would strike one in 
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passing through them in a canoe that there aro even more islands than aro marked 


on the map. 

Q. What explanation can you give with respect to the evidence of Mr. Rowan 
and Mr. Harris in regard to those islands ?—My/ explaination is this: that an inex- 
perienced person psing them in a canoe, and simply looking at it in that way could 
not tell whether the islands were in that position or not, and I believe they made no 
actual survey. 

Q. Do you consider Mr. Harris an experienced person ?—I consider him an 
inexperienced person as an engineer. He was for some time with me. 

Q. You do not consider him to be a competent surveyor ?—In this case I do not 
believe that he made a survey. 

Q. Do you think Mr. Hazlewood could have made an accurate survey of it ?—I 
do not think Mr. Hazlewood made any survey of it. 

Q. But Mr. Harris deposed that Mr. Hazlewood went there with a view to seeing 
the placo, and he said the information he had of it was so far astray that it was not 
necessary to make a survey, as it was evident to a practiced eye that the crossing 
was impracticable ?—It strikes me that Mr. Ross’ map with his name attached to it, in 
the Department of Public Works, is more reliable than any casual examination such as 
they e. 

Q. Who prepared this map, exhibit No. 1?—It was prepared in my office from 
Mr. Robert Ross’ map—from his field notes and map. The original map was, to the 
‘best of my recollection, sent in to the Dopartment of Public Works. 

Q. When was this map prepared ? —In the fall of 1873. 

Q. Are you in a position to state that exhibit No. 1 is a correct copy of Mr. 
Ross’ map ?—Yes; but it is on a smaller scale. There has been no error in reduc- 
tion ; the islands aro all the same, and tho crossings are given precisely as Mr. Ross 
returned them. 

Q. Can you say that of your own knowledge ?—I say it from my own know- 
ledge. All I can say is: if they did not find the islands immediately at the lino of 
crossing, 8s marked in Mr. Ross’ map, they did not wish to find them, because they 
are there as marked in the map. I can attest the figures to be as Mr. Ross gave 
them. 
Q. Were you present when those measurements were made by Mr. Ross ?—I 
was within a short distance of him. 

Q. Did you ever, yourself, take the measurements of tho crossing of those 
islands?—I had them taken by my Assistant. I have already said that that survey 
was made in the usual way by one of my Assistants, Mr. Robert Ross, and that those 
are correct reductions and copies of his maps. 

Q. Did you make the uctions yourself?—No; I had them made by my 
Assistants, and to the best of my recollection the original maps was sent to the 
Department four years ago. I gave as my testimony that the depths and widths 
of the crossings are given from Mr. Ross’ returns, who made the survey under his 
oath of office as a Provincial Land Surveyor. I had authority, from the Government, 
to make surveys along the Jine of the route of which I was in charge, and it is from 
my surveys the general maps have been made up. | 

Q. Did you ever make an instrumental survey from Sturgeon Falls to the 
Narrows ?—[ never made an instrumental survey of it. 

Q. Did any party of experienced Engineers go through on this line from Sturgeon 
Falls to the Manitou ?—I could not say they were experienced Engineers, but parties 
went through very near it. The locality you are looking at, is the part I recommended 
for further exploration. 

Q. Did you send a party through from the Manitou to Whitefish Bay, on this 
particular line ?—I have had parties through very near it. 

Q. But you never sent any of them through on that line ?—TI sent a party through, 
and Mr. Napier, a Civil Engineer, went through there too. 

Q, Where did he go ?—Ho went with one party in one direction, and I went with 


another party in another direction. 
69 


41 Victoria. Appendix (No. 5.) A 1878 


_— —— — 


Q. Do you know that he went over this particular line laid down on the map as 
the Dawson l'ne ?—I know he passed from the hvad of the north-west arm of Rainy 
Lake to Lake of the Woods. 

Q. Is this an island, this large picce of land in the lake near the Narrows of Lake 
Of the Woods ?—It may sometimes be an island at extreme high water, because I have 
heard that the water passes somewhere near Turtle Portage to Whitefish Bay. 

Q. Have you gone over the line on the west side of crossing No. 2?—I have been 
repeatodly across to the north-west side of the Lake of the Woods, and also to Lac 
Plat Portage near No.2. I could not say that I have been in the particular apot. 
However, Tdid not recommend crossing No. 2; I preferred crossing No. 1. I have 
becn through the channels there sufficient to give mea knowledge of the country. | 
do not claim to have made a critical examination of this part of the north coast of 
Lake of the Woods ; I only claim to have strongly recommended it for critical exami- 
mation, which I believe was never made. 

Q. You do not lay down a line absolutely ?—No; I merely suggest it. I fyle a 
map as exhibit No. 2, that accompanied my report of the exploration of that country 
made in 1873. In concluding, Ï may remark that those People who have given 
evidence hrve made no surveys whatever of the Narrows of Lake of the Woods, and 
‘were not, therefore, in a position to say whether the islands on the line of crossing 
were correctly placed in the map or not. The assumption that they were not is 
simply gratuitous. 

The islands other than thoso immediately at the crossings are from provious)y 
existing maps, which are at least perfectly correct in this: namely, that they show 
the crossings to be completely land-locked and sheltered from wind and wave. Bir. 
Thompson made more than one map showing the Lake of the Woods, and the islands 
On the old map are from his general plan, if not on his plan of the boundary line. 


S. J. DAWSON. 


Orrawa, 27th April, 1878. 
Col. J. $, DENN1s, called and sworn, was examined as follows :— 


Q. Look at the map exhibit “Z,’’ and state to the Committee whether the 
islands laid down at the crossing at the Narrows of Lake of the Woods are in the 
same position as the islands laid down in the boundary survey maps ?—There are 
islands shown on the tracing “Z” of a size and in a position that do not appear to 
be marked on the Commissioners’ map. ‘The Commissioners’ map is not sufficiently 
complete in detail to permit a thorough comparison with the tracing “ Z,” because 
the large island which appears on the scale of the tracing to be about a mile and & 
half distant from the west shore is not shown upon the Commissioners’ map, nor are 
any of the islands easterly of that on the tracing given in detail on the Commis- 
s#ioners’ map. 

Q. Does the largo island you refer to exist ?—I take it for granted that it exists, 
for I see it here on the plan “ Z,” but itis not shown on the Commissioners’ map 
because, probably, their object was to identify the west shore of Lake of the Woods, 
and when they had sufficiently identified it, and putin all the islands on the shore, 
it was all that was essential to show. 

Q. Do you know from what map the tracing No. 4 was taken ?—I cannot say 
positively. 

Q. Was it taken from any of Mr. Dawson’s maps ?—That I cannot say, I had a 
darge map of Mr. Dawson’s in my office, which he was good enough to lend me the 
year before last, and a.number of tracings have beon made from it, but whether this 
is one of them I cannot say. I cannot identify it. 

Q. Are the islands in questicn shown on the tracing No. 4 that are shown on the 
small tracing “ Z” ?—There is one more shown on the tracing “ Z,” than is shown on 
dracing No. 4; that is close to the west shore. : 

And further, deponent saith not. 

J. S. DENNIS. 
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Orrawa, 27th April, 1878. 
J. H. Roways, recalled, was examined as follows :— 


Q. I should like to ask you, with respect to the crossing of the Lake of the 
Woods, whether you surveyed them or had them surveyed ?—I did nut. I took Mr. 
Daweon’s figures and plottings. 

Q. You stated in your deposition, the other day, that the islands do not oxist at 
the crossing as shown on Mr. Dawson’s map ?—I stated that it is not a correct 
representation. 

Q. Did you test that by measurements ?—No; I did not. 

Q. You did not triangulate it ?—No; I did not. 

Q. Did you think it necessary to put an instrament on it?—No ; I did not. 

Q. Wasits dissimilarity so apparent ?—The dissimilarity of the place was so- 
great from that laid down on the map that I did not think it necessary to make an 
instramental survey of it. 

Q. Do you speak of both crossings ?—Yes. 

Q. But you speak particularly of crossing No. 1?—Yes. 

Q. But you speak simply from observation without testing it by measurement ? 
— Yes. 

Q. Were you satisfied of the incorrectness of the plan without testing it ?— Yes. 

Q. What is the practice with engineers if adiscrepency is so gross as to be x.ppar- 
ent to the eye ?—It is not necessary to go on and prove a thing by actual measure- 
ments that is so apparent to the eye. 

Q. Were you aware that you were on the same spot as those islands are ropre- 
sented to be ?—I went there especially for the purpose, and was around and through 
the channels. I had sent a gentleman there before to examine the place, and he told 
me it was not a correct representation of the place. I was somewhat surprised, and 
went myself in order to bo satisfied of it. 

Q. Have your observations been sufficiently close as to enable you to declare 
that there is no practical crossing there ?—I have already stated that I had no actual 
measurements made of it, but I consider it impracticable without a large expenditure- 
of money. 

‘And farther, deponent saith not. 

JAMES H. ROWAN, 
District Engineer, C.P.R. 
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Accounts and Vouchers of the Clerk of the Senate for 1877, 44. Presented, 
44, Report made by the Contingent Committee, certifying to their 
ù correctness, 234. Report adopted, 246. 


\ 


ADDRESSES : 


To Her Majesty the Queen : — 
(Joint from the Commons and Senate.) 


On the desirability of defining the boundaries of Canada. Vide Message from 
His Excellency the Governor General. 


Fo His Excellency the Governor General :-— 
(Joint fr8m the Senate and Commons :— 


Expressing regret at the departure of His Excelloncy the Governor General 
from Canada, 183 to 185 inclusive. The Senate informed that His 
Excellency will attend in the Senate Chamber to receive Address, 193. 
His Excellency’s Reply, 200, 201. 


Requesting that he will transmit an Address relating to the Boundarics of 
Canada. Vide Messages. 


To His Excellency the Governor General :— 


(1.) Motion for an, in answer to Speech from Throne; moved, 24. The Address, 
28, 29, 30. Unanimously agreed to, 30. Presented, and His Excel- 
lency’s reply thereto, 56. 


(2.) For copies of Documents and Pleadings relating to the Washington Treaty,’ 
31,32. Return, 210. Return printed, 279. 


(3.) For copies of all Surveys and Reports made by any Government Engineer 
within the last six years, in relation to the Breakwater at West Arichat. 
in the [sland of Cape Breton, 32. Return, 271. . 
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ADDRESSES— Continued. 


(4) For a Statemcnt shewing the amount of money expended during the past 
year on the L’Ardoise Breakwator, in the Island of Cape Breton, and 
the mode uf such expenditure, with the authority therefor, 33. Return, 
88. Return not printed, 136. 


(5.) For copies of all Contracts, Specifications and Correspondence relating to 
the construction of Lake Superior and Fort Garry sections of the 
Canadian Pacific Telegraph, 36. Return, 87. Return printed, 133. 


(6.) For copies of all Reports, Surveys, Plans or alterations of Plans, Contracts, 
or assignments of Contracts, and Orders in Council, made within the 
last two years, in connection with the enlargement of St, Peter’s Canal, 
in the Island of Capo Breton, 42. Return, 80. Return not printed, 
280, | 


{7.) For copies of Correspondence relating to Mail Irregularities between the 
Post Offices of Arichat, Hawkesbury and Antigonish, in the Province 
of Nova Scotia, with Evidence and Reports relating to the same, 42. 
Return, 69. Return not printed, 136. 


{8.) For a Return specifying the cost of repairs on the Steamship “ Northern 
Light ;” the number of passages made, with details relating to the 
carriage of Mails by the said vessel, 42. 


(9.) For copies of all Orders in Council, Reports, Recommendations and Corres- 
pondonce, and any other information in the possession of the Govern- 
ment, relative to the fixing of the Headquarters of the Intercolonial 
Railway at Moncton, 49. Return, 88. Return not printed, 247. 


(10.) For copies of Reports, Documents and Evidence, relating to the adminis- 
tration of Dominion Lands, in accordance with the Act 38 Victoria; 
also copies of the lists of said lands, as prepared under the 8th section 
of said Act, 64. Return, 88. Return not printed, 136. 


(11.) For a Return showing the quantity and value of certaim kinds of Lumber 
imported into Canada from the United States in 1877 and 1878, 70. 
Return, 274, 275. 


(12.) For copies of all Orders in Council relating to Pablic Lands at Rat River 
Settlement and other settlements in Manitoba, 70. Return, 261, 262. 
Return not printed, 280. 


413.) For Reports, Plans, Surveys and Correspondence connected with the 
navigation of the gRiver St. John, at Oromocto Shoals, 76. Return, 
180. Return not printed, 280. 


{14) For Correspondence relating to the sale of Canadian built ships in France, 
and the admission of French products in this country, 81. Ketarn, 
261. Return, not printed, 280. 


' {15.) l'or Correspondence relating to a Railway Bridge at the Falls of St. John, 
Now Brunswick, so as to connect the Intercolonial and Western Exten- 
sion Railways, 84. Return, 216. Roturn not printed, 247. 


(16.) For information relating to the construction of houses for the Engineers of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway from Fort William to Selkirk, 85. Retarn, 
263. Return printed, 279. 
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ADpDRESSES—Continued. 


(17.) For copies of all Complaints and Correspondence to the Montreal Harbour 
Commissioners in relation to persons employed by them at Sorel, 95. 


(18.) For a Statement ofall expenses connected with the purchase of American 
silver coin, and information relating to Debentures issued for that 
purpose, 100. 


(19.) For all Contracts and Agreements relating to the Service of the Marine and 
Fishery at Prince Edward Island since July 1873, 104. Return, 262. 
Return not printed, 280. 


(20.7 For Correspondence and Tenders for the leasing of the exclusive right of 
Salmon fishing and netting in the Fraser River, British Columbia, 105. 
Return, 186. Return not printed, 211. 


(21.) For Correspondence relating to the Shipment of Grain to Europe by way 
of the Intercolonial Railway, 129. Debated and proposed, 129. Debate 
resumed and motion carried as amended, 131,132. Return, 216. Return 
printed, 246. ; 


{22.) For copies of Correspondence relating to the Ministerial changes in the 
Province of Quebec, together with a copy of the Commission held by 
the Lieutenant-Governor of that Province, and instructions issued to 
him, 150, 151. 


{23.) For the latest Reportof the Acting Engineer in Chief of the Pacific Rail- 
way, together with the map relating to the Peace River country and 
Pine River Pass, 179. 


{24,) For a Statement of the quantities of Gypeum or Plaster of Paris 
imported into Canada from the United States, 183. Return, 233. 
Return not printed, 248. | 


(25.) For a Return of Excise duties collected from the first of April to Decem- 
ber, 1877, inclusive, and from the first of January to March 1878, 
inclusive, 183. Return, 274. Return printed, 288. 


(26.) Fora Return of Correspondence of the Commissioners for defining the 
extent of Indian Reserves in British Columbia, 183. 


{27.) For a Return relating to Foreign Mutual Life and Stock Companies doing 
business in Canada that have not complied with the Consolidated 
Insurance Act, 190. Return, 233. Return printed, 279. 


(28.) For detailed Statement of miscellaneous payment found on page 383 of 
Mr. Sandford Fleming’s second Report on the Canadian Pacifie Rail- 
way, 196. 


{29.) For copies of Tenders received during 1878 for the transport of Steel Rails 
between Kingston and certain places on the Red River, 199. 


(30.) For the Report made by the Honorable A. Morris, Commissioner, under 
the Act 38 Victoria, Chapter 53, on putting the Act into execution, and 
its operation in the Provinco of Manitoba, 213. Return, 263. Return 
printed, 280. 





1V | INDEX. .. A 1878 


re ee 





ADDREssSES—Continued. 


(31.) For a Return relating to Steel Rails contracted for by the Intercefonial 
Railway Commissioners for the said Railway, and those contracted for 
by the Government for the Pacific Railway, togethor with the quantity 
and cost of Steel Rails shipped by J. Hawes & Co., 217. 


(32.) For a copy of Pilotage Rules and Regulations made by the Commissioners 
of Pilots for the Port of Arichat, Cape Breton, 235. Return, 270. 


(33.) For a Return of land taken for the purpose of the Intercolonial Railway 
and Branches in certain Counties in New Brunswick, 235. 


(34.) For a Return of all duties of Excise for this Dominion for the months of 
July, August, September, October, November, December, 1877, and the 
months of January, February and March of 1878, 241. Return, 291. 
Return printed, 288. 


(35.) For a Return of all duties for Stamps for this Dominion for the months of 
July, August, September, October, November, December, 1877, and the 
months of January, February and March of 1878, 242. Return, 291. 


(36.) For a Return of all duties of Customs for this Dominion for the months of 
July, August, September, October, November, December, 1877, and the 
months of January, February and March of 1878, 242. Return, 292. 


(37.) For a Return of all duties of Excise for this Dominion for the months of 
July, August, September, October, November, December, 1876, and the 
months of January, February aud March of 1877, 242. Return, 292. 


(38.) For a Return of all duties of Customs for the Dominion for the months of | 
July, August, September, October, November, December, 1876, and the 
months of January, February and March of 1877, 242. Return, 292. 


(39.) For a Return of all duties for Stamps for this Dominion for the months of 
July, August, September, October, November, December, 1876, and the 
months of January, February and March of 1877, 242. Return, 292. 


(40.) For a Return of all duties of Customs for the City of Suint John, New 
Branswick, for the months of July, August, September, October, 
November, December, 1877, and the months of January, February and 


March of 1878, 243. Return, 292, 


(41.) For a Return of all duties of Customs for the City of Saint John, New 
Brunswick, for the months of July, August, September, October, 
November, December, 1876, and the months of January, February and 
March, 1877, 243. Return, 293. 


(42.) For a Retarn of all duties of Excise for the City of Saint John, New 
Brunswick, for the months of July, August, September, October, 
November, December, 1876, and the months of January, February and 
March, 1877, 243. Return, 293. , 


(43.) For a Return of all duties of Excise for this Dominion for the months of 
July, August, September, October, November, December, 1&77, and the 
months of January, February and March, 1878, 243. ‘ Return, 292. 


(44.) For a copy of Bill of Complaint and Decroe in the suit of Her Majesty’s 
Attorney General of Cunada .versus Haws, with papers showing the 
result to the present time, 264. Return, 275. Return printed, 288. 
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(45.) For a copy of Rales and Regulations for Pilotage in the Ports of Pictou, 
Sydney and North Sydney, 281. 


Apsounnment: Special, 52, 64, 104, 196, 278, 283, 287, 290, 295. 
ApULTERATION of Food. Vide Bill, 1. 


AGRICULTURAL MUTUAL ASSURANCE ASSOCIATION : 
For re-enacting certain Statutes, Petition, 51. Petition reported ,55, Vide 
Bill, 2. 
AGRICULTURE, Minister of : 
' Report of the, for the year 1877, 31. 


AGRICULTURISTS OF CANADA: 
To place the, on equal footing with those of the United States. Petitions, 
1, 54. 
AMERICAN SILVER CoIN : 
Relating to the purchase of. Vide Address, 18. 


ANDBRDON, Ontario : , ", 
Petition from, relating to the Canada Southern Railway, 69. 


\ 


ANTIGONISH : | 
For information relating to the Post Office at. Vide Address, 7. 
ARIOHAT: | 
Relating to the Breakwater at West. Vide Address, 8. 
Relating to the Post Cffice at. Vide Address, 7. 
For Pilotage Rules and Regulations. Vide Address, 32. : 


ArTHABAsKA: Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the District of, 90: 


Bar KING. Vide Committee, 3. 
Bangs, Shareholders of. Vide Returns. 
Baptisms. Vide Returns. 


Baptist Foreign Missionary Society of Ontario and Quebec : 
Petition for the incorporation of the, 34. Petition reported, 45. Vide 
ill, 4. | 


Bates, Mary Jane: 
Proclamation assenting to a Bill of Divorce for the rolief of, 9. 
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BravucE: Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the District of, 73. 
BEAUHARNOIS, Quebec, County of: Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials, 44. 


Breprorp: Returns of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the District of, for the 
year 1877, 61. . 


BELLEcHASSE, Quebec, County of, Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Barials, 78. 


BistE Christian Church of Canada: Return to incorporate the Missionary Society of 
the, 64. Petition reported. 87. Vide Bill, 5. 


BrLLs : | | 
Time extended in relation to, 36, 62, 87,°137. 
For Reports on Private. Vidé Committees, 8 and 5. 
Railway Bil: 


Presented by the Honorable Mr. Scott,—Read the first time, 21. 


1.—Adulteration of Food, Drink and Drugs Prevention Bill: 


Brought up, 283. Read first time, 283. Read second time, 286. Commit- 
ted, 286. Reported without amendment, 287. Forty-first rule dispensed 
with, 287. Read third time, 287. Passed and the Commons acquaint- 
ed theroof, 287. R.A., 296. 


2.— Agricultural Mutual Assurance Association Bill : 


Brought up, 179. Read first time, 179. Read second time, 189. Referred 
to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 189. Re- 
ported with several amendments, 204. Amendments read and agreed 
to, 204. Read third time, 205. Passed and sent to the Commons for 
concurrence, 205. Agreed to by that House, 210. R.A., 296. 


3.—Bank of Liverpool Bill: 


Brought up, 103. Read first time, 103. Read second time, 106. Referred 
to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 106. Re- 
orted with amendments, 131. Amendments read and agreed to, 131. 
third time, 131* Passed and sent to the Commons for concur- 
rence, 131. Agreed to by that House, 146. R.A., 196. 


4.—Baptist Foreign Missionary Society Incorporation Bill: 


Presented by the Honorable Mr. McMaster, 46. Read first time, 46. Order 
- Of the Day for second reading discharged, 48. Read seeond time, 53. 
Referred to the Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bills, 53. 
Committee report with amendments, 80. Motion that the amend- 
ments made by the Committee be agreed to, 82. Motion in amend- 
ment to refer the Bill to the Judges of the Supreme Court, 82. Motion 
in amendment objected to, 82. ‘Motion in amendment declared out 
of order by Speaker's decision, 82. Amendments agreed to, 82. Read 
third time, 82. Passed and sent to the Commons for concurrence, 82. 
Agreed to by that House with one amendment, 128. Amendment. 
made by the Commons agreed to by the Senate, 128. R.A., 196. 
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Briis—Continued. 
5.— Bible Christian Church Missionary Society Bill : 


Presented by the Honorable Mr. Simpson, 91. Read first time, 91. Order 
of the Day for second reading postponed, 96. Motion for second 
reading, 105. Motion in amendment to refer the Bill to the Judges 
of the Supreme Court, 106. Amendment withdrawn, 106. Road 
second time, 106. Referred to the Committee on Standing Orders 
and Private Bills, 106. Reported with amendments, 137. Amend- 
ments read and agreed to, 137. Motion for third reading, 147. 
Motion in amendment, negatived on division, 147, 148. Read third 
time, 148. Passed and sent to the Commons for concurrence, 148. 
Agreed to by that House, 203. R.A., 296. 


6.—Brockville, Ottawa and Canada Central Railway Amalgamation Biu : 


Brought up, 152. Read first time, 152. Read second time, 154. Referred 
to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 154. Report- 
ed with several amendments, 191. Amendments read and agreed to, 
191. Read third time, 192. Passed and sent to the Commons for 
concurrence, 192. Amendments made by the Senate agreed to by 
the Cummons, 203. R.A., 296. 


7.—Building Societies Law Amendment Bill : 


Brought up 244. Read first time, 244. Read second time, 257. Referred 
to the Committee on Commerce and Railways, 257. Reported with 
amendments, 263. Amendments read and agreed to, 263. Read third 
time 263. Passed and the Commons acquainted thereof, 263. Agreed 
to by that House, 272. R.A. 297. 


8.—Canada Agricultural Insurance Company Relief Bill : 


Brought up, 186. Read first time, 186. Read second time, 199. Referred 
to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 199. Re- 
ported without amendment, 204. Read third time, 204. Passed and 
the Commons acquainted thereof, 204. R.A. 296. 


9.—Canada Southern Railway Scheme Bill : 


Brought up, 105. Read first time, 105. Read second time, 121. Referred 
to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 121. Re- 
ported with geveral amendments, 128. Amendments read and agreed 
to, 139. Motion for third reading, 116. Motion in amerdment 
negatived, 147. Read third time, 147. Passed and sent to the Com- 
mons for concurrence, 147. Agreed to by that House, 177. RA., 


10.—Canadian Pacific Railway Law Amendment Bill : 


Brought up, 202. Read first time, 202. Read second time, 207. Order of 
the day for putting the House into Committee of the Whole postponed, 
212. Committed, 215. Reported with several amendments, 215. Con- 
sideration of the Report made by the Committee of the Whole post- 
poned, 233. Report considered, debated and postponed, 236. Motion 
that the order of the day be discharged, and the Bill as amended 
referred to a Committee of the Whole with instructions to restore 
and strike out certain words and clauses, negatived, 245. Motion that 
the amendments made by Committee of the Whole be agreed to, car- 
ried, 245. .Read third time, 245. Passed, and sent to the Commons 
for concurrence, 245. The Senate informed that the Commons dis- 
agree to the amendments with reasons assigned, 275. Motion that the 
amendments be insisted on, carried, 276, 277. 


Vili INDE... A 1858 








Bitts—Continued. 
11.—Crimes of Violence better Prevention Bill : 


Brought up, 283. Read first time, 283. Read second time, 285. Commit- 
ted, 285. Reported with amendments, 286. Amendments read and 
agreed to, 286. Forty-first rule dispensed with, 286. Read third 
time, 286. Passed and sent to the Commons for concurrence, 286. 
Agreed to by that House, 295. R.A., 297. 


12.—Deck Loads Law Amendment Bill : 


Brought up, 202. Read first time, 202. Read second time, 205. Forty- 
| second rule dispensed with, 205. Read third time, 205. Passed and 
the Commons acquainted thereof, 205. R.A., 296. 


13.—Dominion Company Incorporation Bill : 


Presented by the Honorable Mr. Campbell, 64. Read first time, 64. Read 
second time, 68. Referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways, 68. Committee report that the preamble of the Bill has 
not been proved to their satisfaction, 142. Report ordered to lie on 
the Table, 142. Motion that the Fee on the Bill be refunded to the 
promoters, provided all the expenses are paid, carried, 142. 


14.—Elections Law Amendment Bill : 


Brought up, 244. Read first time, 244. Order of the Day for second read- 
ing, read, 257. Petition from the Chief Justice and Judges of the 
Superior Court of Quebec praying against certain provisions of the 
Bill imposing certain duties on Judges,257. Petition read and received, 
257. ill read second time, 257. Committed, 261. Committee 
report progress and with leave to sit again, 261. Leave granted, 261. 
Motion that the Committee be instructed to make certain amendments 
negatived, 267. Reported without amendment, 267. Read third 
time, 268. Passed and the Commons acquainted thereof, 268. R.A., 
297. 


‘15.—Fishwick’s Express Company Incorporation Bill : 


Presented by the Honorable Mr. Miller, 46. Read first time, 46. Order of 
the Day for second reading discharged, 48. Read second time, 53. 
Referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 53. 
Reported with amendments, 71. Amendments ordered for considera- 
tion, 72. Referred back to the Committee on Banking, Commerce 
and Railways, 76. Committee report with amendments, 90. Amend- 
ments read and agreed to, 90. Read third time, 90. Passed and 
sent to the Commons for concurrence, 90. Agreed to by that House 
with several amendments, 185. Amendments made by the Commons 
agreed to by the Senate, 192. R.A., 296. 


16.—Grand Trunk Railway Company Bill : 


Brought up, 105. Read first time, 105. Read second time, 122. Referred 

to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 122. Re- 
ported without amendment, 128. Read third time, 128. Passed and 
Commons acquainted thereof, 128. RA., 196. 
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17.—Hochelaga County Permanent Building Society Bill : 


Brought up, 152. Read first time, 152. Read second time, 154. Referred 
to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 154. Re- 
ported without amendment, 192. Read third time, 192. Passed and 
the Commons acquainted thereof, 192. R.A., 296. ; 


18,— Homesteads Exemptions in Territories Bill : 


Brought up, 202. Read first time, 202. Read second time, 207. Committed, 
212. Reported without amendment, 212. Read third time, 212. 
Passed and Commons acquainted thereof, 212. R.A., 296. 


19.— Hunters’ Relief Bill: 


Presented by the Honorable Mr. Aikins, 48. Read the first time. 48. Motion 
that the Bill be read a second time on the 8th day of March, and that 
Catherine McPhee or Catherine Hunter be summoned to attend, 48. 
Motion carried, 48. Certificate that the notice was posted for four- 
teen days presented, 70. Affidavit relative to the service of notice on 
Catherine Hunter, 71. Examination of the Petitioner respectin 
collusion between parties dispensed with, 71. Motion that the Bill 
be read a second time, carried, 71. Read second time, 71. Referred 
to a Select Committee, 71. Report of Select Committee, 78. Report 
and evidence ordered to be printed and taken into consideration, 78. 
Order of the Day for the consideration of the Roport of the Select 
Committee, postponed, 85, 89, 91. Report adopted, 93. Read third 
time, 95. Passed and sent to the Commons for concurrence, together 
with evidence and papers, 95. Agreed to by that House, 146. 

~ Reserved, 297. 


20.—Independence of Parliament, Further Security Bill: 


Brought up, 209. Read first time, 209. Order of the Day for second reading, 
postponed, 215, 232. Read second time, 236. Committed, 255. Re- 
ported with amendménts, 256. Motion that certain amendments 
reported by the Committee of the Whole be rescinded, lost, 259, 260. 
Motion that the debato be postponed, carried, 260. Debate resumed, 
265. Motion that clause ten of the Bill as amended by the Committee, 
be struck out, agreed to, 265, 266. Motion that a new clause be sub- 
stituted for clause 10, proposed and carried, 266. Remainder of 
amendments, as reported by the Committee of the Whole, agreed to, 
266. Read third time, 266. Passed and sent to the Commons for 
concurrence, 266. Message from that-House disagreeing to certain 
amendments made by the Senate, with reasons for so doing, 289. 
Motion that the Senate do not insist on first amendment, 289. Motion 
in amendment that the Senate do insist on first amendment, 289, 
290. Amendment carried, 290, Motion that the Senate do not insist 
on second amendment, carried, 290. Message to the Commons that. 
the Senate do not insist on their first amendment, 205. R.A., 297. 


21.—Insolvent Insurance Companies’ Winding up Bill: 


Brought up, 209. Read first time, 209. Readsecond time, 214. Committed, 
232. Reported without amendment, 232. Read third time, 232 
Passed, and the Commons acquainted thereof, 232. R.A., 296. 
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Bitts—Continued. 
22.— Johnston's Relief Bill : 


Presented by Hon. Mr. Penny, 45. Read first time, 45. Motion that the 
Bill be read a second time on the 6th day of March, and that Charlotte 
Elsie McArthur, or Charlotte Elsie Johnston’ be summoned to attend, 
45. Motion carried, 45. Certificate that the notice was posted for four- 
teen days presented, 66. Affidavit relative to the service of notice on 
Charlotte Elsie McArthur, 66. Examination of the Petitioner respoct- 
ing collusion between parties dispensed with, 66, 67. Motion that 
the Bill be read a second time, carried, 67. Read second time, 67. 
Referred to a Select Committee, 67. Report of Select Committee, 75. 
Report and evidence ordered to be printed and taken into consider- 
ation, 76. Order of the Day for the consideration of the Report of 
the Select Committee, postponed, 85, 91, 98. Report adopted, 97. 
Read third time, 97. Paased and sent to the Commons for ooncur- 
rence, together with evidence and papers, #7. Agreed to by that 
House, with an amendment, 146. Consideration ot the amendment 
made by the Commons postponed, 152. Amendment made by the 
Commons agreed to by the Senate, and the Commons informed 
thereof, 177. Reserved, 297. 


23.—Liquor Trafic Regulation Bill : 


Presented by the Honorable Mr. Scott, 83. Read first time, 88. Order of 
the Day for second reacing postponed, 95, 96, 104,107. Read second 
time, 124. Committed, 132. Committee report progress and ask 
leave to sit again, 132, 133, 138, 140. Leave granted, 132, 133, 138, 
140. Reported with amendments, 142. Consideration of the Bill as 
amended postponed, 153, 179. Amendments read and agreed to, 
180, 181, 182. Words struck out in 111th clause restored, on division, 
186, 187. Read third time, 187. Motion for further amendment, 
agroed to, 187. Passed and sent to the Commons for concurrence, 
187. Agreed to by that House with amendments, 277. Amend 
ments made by the Commons agreed to by the Senato, 278. R.A., 297 


24.—Lyon's Relief Bill. 


Presented by the Honorable Mr. Kaulbach, 79. Read first time, 79. 
Motion that the Bill be read a second time twonty-seventh day of 
March, and that John Lyon be summoned to attend, 79. Motion 
carried, 79. Certificate that the notice was posted fourteen days pre- 
sented, 120. Affidavit relative to the service of notice on John 
Lyon, 120. Examination of the Petitioner respecting collusion 
between parties dispensed with, 120. Motion that the Bill be read a 
second time, carried, 121. Read second time, 121. Referred to a 
Select Committee, 121. Report of Select Committee, 137. Report 
and evidence ordered to be printed and taken into consideration, 138. 
Order of the Day for the consideration of the Bill and Report of the 
Committee, postponed, 152. Report adupted, 177. Read third time, 
177. Passod and sent to the Commons for concurrence, toge her 
with evidence and papers, 177. Evidence submitted by the Com- 
mittee not to be inserted in the Journals of the House, 179. Bill 
agrecd to by that House, 203. Reserved, 297. 
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25.— Malt Duty Bill: 


Brought up, 202. Read first time, 202. Read second time, 207. Forty- 
second Rule dispensed with, 207. Read third timo, 207. Passed, and 
the Commons acquainted thereof, 207. R.A., 296. 


26.—Manitoba Conflicting Land Claims Bill : 


Brought up, 130. Read first time, 130. Order of the day for second read- 
ing postpored, 139. Read second time, 152. Order of the day for 
puvting the House into Committee of the Whole, postponed, 176. 

ommitted, 187, 188. Reported with an amendment, 188. Amend- 
ment read and agreed to, 188. Read third time, 188. Passed, and 
sent to the Commons for concurrence, 188. Amendment made by the 
Senate disagreed to by the Commons, 207, 208. The Commons in- 
formed that the Senate do not insist on the amendment made by 
them, 232. R.A., 296. 


27.— Manitoba Schools Money Advance Bill : 


Brought up, 282. Read first time, 283. Forty-first Rule dispensed with, 283. 
Read second time, 283. Read third time, 283. Passed, and the Com- 
mons acquainted thereof, 283, R.A., 297. . 


28.— Maritime Court of Ontario Bill : 


Brought up, 129. Read first timo, 129. Read second time, 139. Order of 
the day for putting the House into Committee of the Whole, post- 
oned, 151. Committed, 176. Reported without amendment, 176. 
third time, 176. Passed and the Commons acquainted thereof, 
176. RA., 196. 


29.— Merchants Bank Capital Stock Reduction Bill: 


Brought up. 88.‘ Road first time, 88. Read second time, 91. Referred to 
the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railroads, 91. Commit- 
tee report without amendment, 94. Read third time, 94. Passed 
and the Commons acquainted thereof, 94, 95. R.A., 196. 


30.— Merchants Shipping Law Partial Repeal Bid: 


Brought up, 203. Read first time, 203. Read second time, 206. Forty-first 
Rule dispensed with, 206. Read third time, 206. Passed and the 
Commons acquainted thereof, 206. Reserved, 297. 


31.— Misdemeanor Law of Evidence Amendment Bill: 


Brought up, 231. Read first time, 231. Order of the Day for second read- 
ing postponed, 246, 258. Motion for second reading, 264. Debate 
on motion, 264. Motion in amendment that the Bill be read this day 
three months, carried, 265. , 


32.— Money Lending Companies Bill: 


Presented by the Honorable Mr. Reesor, 88. Read first time, 88. Order of 
the Day for second reading postponed, 93, 96, 103, 121. Motion for 
second reading debated and resolved in the negative, 124. 
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33.— Montreal and Champlain Junction Railway Act Revival Bill : 


Brought up, 93. Read first time, 93. Read second time, 96. Referred to 
the Committeo on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 96. Reported 
with an amendment, 120. Amendment read and agreed to, 120. Read 
third time, 120. Passod and sent to the Commons for concurrence, 
120. Amendment mado by the Senate agreed to by the Commons, 
129. R.A., 196. 


34.— Montreal and City of Ottawa Junction Railway Incorporation Bill : 


Presented by the Honorable Mr. Skead, 64. Read first time, 64. Order of 
the Day for second reading postponed, 68. Read second time, 76. 
Referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railroads, 76. 
Committee report with amendments, 92. Amendments read and 
ordered for consideration, 93. Amendments read and agreed to, 96. 
Read third time, 96. Passed and sent to the Commons for concur- 
rence, 96. Agreed to by that House with an amendment, 146. 
Amendment made by the Commons agreed to by the Senate, 146. 

» 196. 


35.— Montreal Building Association Bill: 


Presented by the Honorable Mr. Penny, 81. Read first time, 81. Order of 
the Day for the second reading discharged, 82. Reud second time, 
89. Referred to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railroads, 
89. Reported with sevoral amendments, 149. Amendments read and 
agreed to, 150. Read third time, 150. Passed and sent to the Con- 
mons for concurrence, 150. Agreed to by that House with an amend- 
ment, 243. Amendment made by the Commons agreed to by the 
Senate, 244. R.A., 296. 


36.—National Insurance Company’s Stock Bill : 


Brought up, 105. Read first time, 105. Read second time, 122. Referred 
to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 122. Re 
ported without amendment, 141. Read third time, 141. Passed and 
the Commons acquainted thereof, 141. R.A., 196. 


3.— Northern Railway Company Bill: 


Brought up, 105. Read first time, 105. Read second time, 122. Referred 
to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 122. Re- 
‘ported without amendment, 131. Read third time, 131. Passed and 
the Commons acquainted thereof, 131. R.A., 196. 


38.—Ontario Express and Transportation Company Bill: 


Brought up, 194. Read first time, 194. Read second time, 202. Referred 
to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 202. Re- 
ported with several amendments, 214. Amendments read and agreed 
to, 214. Read third time, 214. Passed and sent to the Commons 
for concurrence, 214. Agreed to by that House, 268. R.A., 297. 
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BiLzLzLs—Continued. 
39.— Ontario Mutual Life Association Incorporation Bill : 


Brought up, 193. Read first time, 103. Read second time, 106. Referred 
to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 106. Re- 
ported without amendment, 126. Read third time, 126. Passed and 
the Commons acquainted thereof, 126. R.A., 196. 


40.—Penitentiary Law, 1875, Amendment Bill : 


Brought up, 202. Read first time, 202. Read second time, 207. Read 
third t me, 211. Passed and the Commons acquainted thereof, 211. 
R.A., 296. | 


41.— Post Ofice Act Amendment Bill: 


Brought up, 129. Read first time, 129. Order of the Day for second read- 
ing postponed, 139. Read second time, 151. Order of the Day for 
utting the House into Committee of the Whole, discharged, 176. 
ad third time, 176. Passed and the Commons acquainted thereof, 
176. RA., 196. | 


42.— Prisoners in default of giving Sureties Bill : 


Brought up, 207. Read first time, 207. Read second time, 212. Committed 
215. Reported without amendment, 215. Read third time, 216. Passed 
and the Commons acquainted thereof, 216. R.A., 296. : 


43.—Puplic Accounts better Auditing Bilt :— 


Brought up, 203. Read first time, 203. Order of the Day for second reading 
postponed, 207. Read second time, 212. Order of the Day for putting 
the House into Committee of the Whole, postponed, 238. Committed, 

. 235. Reported with amendments, 236. Amendments read and 

agreed to, 246. Read third time, 255. Passed and sent to the 

Commons for concurrence, 255. Agreed to by that House, 288. 
A., 297. 


44.— Public Works Act Amendment Bill : 


Brought up, 130. Read first time, 130. Order of the Day for second reading 
postponed, 139. Read sevond time, 152. Order of the Day for 
utting the House into Committee of the Whole, postponed, 177. 
ommitted, 188. Reported without amendment, 188. Read third 
Ree oe Passed and the Commons acquainted thereof, 189. 

» 296. 


45.— Quebec Fire Assurance Company's Consolidation Bill : 


Brought up, 100. Read first time, 100. Read second time, 106. Referred | 
to the Committee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 106. Report- 
ed with an amendment, 126. Amendment read and agreed to, 126. 
Read third time, 126. Passed and sent to the Commons for concurr- 
ence, 126. Agreed to by that House, 133. R.A., 196. 


46.—Quebec Société de Prets et Placements Incorporation Bill: 


Brought up, 88. Read first time, 89. Order of the Day for second reading 
postponed, 93, 96. Read second time, 103. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Commerce and Railways, 103. Reported with 
amendments, 121. Amendments read and agreed to, 124. Read third 
time, 124. Passed and sent to the Commons for concurrence, 124. 
Amendments made by the Senate agreed to by the Commons, 129. 

-, 196. | 
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47.— Railway Act Extension to Prince Edward Island Bill : 


Brought up, 98. Read first time, 98. Read second time, 106. Committed, 
22. Reported without amendment, 122. Read third time, 122. 
Passed and the Commons acquainted thereof, 122. RA., 196. 


48.— Receiver General and Attorney General Offices Bill : 


Brought up, 186. Read first time, 186. Motion for second reading, 201. 
Motion in amendment that the Bill be read “ this day three months,” 
201. Amendment carried on division, 201. 


49.—Stadacona Insurance Company Stock Reduction Bill: 


Brought up, 103. Read first time, 163. Read second time, 107. Referred 
to the Committee or Banking, Commerce and Railways, 107. Report- 
ed with several amendments, 213. Amendments read and agreed to, 
214. Read third time, 214. Passed and sent to the Commons for 
concurrence, 214. Agreed to by that House, 244. R.A., 296. 


50.— Stamps and Bills of Exchange Law Amendment Bill : 


Brought up, 231. Read first time, 231. Read socond time, 245. Com- 
mitted, 257. Reported with amendments, 268. Amendments read 
and agreed to, 264. Read third time, 264. Passed, and sent to the 
Gommons for concurrence, 264. Agreed to by that* House, 288. 

-A., 297. 


51.—Supply Bill : 


Brought up, 293. Read first time, 293. Forty-first Rule dispensed with, 
293. Road second time, 293. Read third time, 293. Passed and the 
Commons acquainted thereof, 293. R.A., 297. 


52.— Supreme and Exchequer Courts Law Amendment Biil : 


Brought up, 272. Read first time, 272. Read second time, 274. Commit- 
ted, 284. Reported with amendments, 286. Amendments read and 
agreed to, 285. Motion for third reading, 285. Motion in amend- 
ment for further amendment lost, 285. Main motion carried, 285. 
Read third time, 285. Passed and sent to the Commona for concar- 
rence, 285. Message from the House of Commons disagreeing to 
the amendments made by the Senate, 293. Motion that the Senate 
do not insist on their amendments, 294. Motion in amendment that 
the Senate do insist on their amendments, carried, 294. 


§3.—Sydenham Harbour Company Amendment Bill : 


Brought up, 129. Read first time, 129. Read second timo, 139. Roferred 
to the Committee on Standing Orders and Private Bills, 139. Re- 
ported without amendment, 150. Read third time, 150. Passed 
and the Commons acquainted thoreof, 150. R.A., 196. 


54.— Whitby Harbor Company Bill : 

Brought up, 177. Read first time, 177. Read second time, 189. Referred 
to the Committee on Banking, Cominerce and Railways, 189. Re- 
ported without amendment, 194. Read third time, 194. Passed and 
the Commons acquainted thereof, 194. R.A., 296. 
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55.— Witnesses Competency in Common Assault Cases Bill : 


Brought up, 103. Read first time, 103. Order of the Day fer second read- 
ing, postponed, 106, 122, 124, 125, 139. Read second time, 151. Order 
of the day for putting the House into Committee of the Whole, post- 
poned, 176, 189. Committed, 192. Reported without amendment, 
192. Motion for third reading, 198. Motion in amendment, 198. 
Amendment negatived, 198. Read third time, 198. Passed and the 
Commons acquainted thereof, 198. R.A., 296. 


BounDaniss of the Dominion, 261, 268, 269, 270, 27'7. 
BritisH CoLuMBIA: 


For a Return relating to Salmon Fishing on the Frazer River. Vide 
Address, 20. 


For a Return relating to Indian Reserves in. Vide Address, 26. 


BROCKVILLE AND OTTAWA RAILWAY CoMPANY : 


For amalgamation with the Canada Central Railway, Petitions, 51, 73. 
Petition reported, 55. Vide Bill, 6. 


Boicnina Societios, Law Amendment. Vide Bill 7. 
BurtraLe. Vide Returns. 


BueLanD, G. B., Montreal: 


Petition for an extension of a Patent for Printing Ink, 54. Petition 
reported, 87. 


C\auppent, Eliza Maria. Petition for Divorce, 69. Petition reported, 100. 
CANADA AGRICULTURAL INSURANCE Company: 
Petition, 58. Petition reported, 62. Vide Bill, 8. 


“ Central Railwa Company: For amalgamation with the Brockville and 
Ottawa Railway Company. Petitions. 51, 73. Petition reported, 
55. Vide Bill, 6. | 


6 Southern Railway Company : Petition to confirm the arrangement of the, 47. 
Petition reported, 55. Vide Bill, 9. Petitions that the petition of 
the, be only granted on certain conditions 48, 69, 77. 


«¢ ~=—-* Transit Company, Petition, 64. 
‘6 VINE GROWERS ASSOCIATION : 
Petition, 74. Petition reported, 80. 
CANADIAN Bank of Commerce: Return of Shareholders, 44. 
«© s- Built Ships: Sale of, in France. Vide Address, 14. 
& Pacific Railway: Law Amendment, Vide Bill,10. Vide Pacific Railway. 


«' Pacific Telegraph : For information relating to the. Fort Garry and Lake ~ 
Superior Sections of the. Vide Address, 5. 
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CAPE BRETON : 


For information relating to Breakwaters, Canals and Pilotage at. Vide 
Addresses, 3, 4, 6, 32, 45. 


CHAMPLAIN JUNCTION RAILWAY: 


Petition relating to the Montreal and, 51. Petition reported, 55. Vide 
Bill, 33. 
\ ’ 


CHAMPLAIN RAILWAY: 


Petitions relating to the Grand Trunk and, 34, 61, 54, 58, 74, 86, 98. 
Petition printed, 35. 


' Cuicoutim1: Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the District of, 86. 
City and District Savings Bank of Montreal, 66. 
CLERK oF THE SENATE. For Accounts and Vouchers of the. Vide Accounts. 


Commerce. Vide Committee, 3. Bank of. Return of Shareholders, 44. 


CoMMITTEES APPOINTED : 


Orders, Customs and Privileges : 
1.—All the Members present appointed, 21. 
On the Library: 
2. —Appointed and instructed to act conjointly with the Committee appoint- 


ed by the Commons, 36. Appointment ordered to be communicated 
to the House of Commons, 49. 


Joint on the Library : 


Message from the House of Commons naming Members to act in Joint 
Committee on the, 49. | 


Banking, Commerce and Railways : 


3.—Appointed, 37. First Report recommending the reduction of the quorum 
to nine Members, 52. Report adopted, 52. 


The names of the Honorable Messieurs Hamilton, (of Inkerman), Northup 
and Trudel added, 57. 


For other Reports, Vide Bills, 2, 3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 13, 15, 16, 17, 29, 33, 34, 35, 
36, 37, 38, 39, 45, 46, 49, 54. 


On Contingent Accounts : 


4.—Appointed, 37. First Report recommending the reduction of the quorum 
to cleven Members, 52. Report adopted 52. Second Report certify- 
ing to the correctness of the accounts of the Senate, 234 Second 
Report adopted, 246. | 
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CommrtrEEs—Continued. 
On Standing Orders and Private Bilis : à 


5.—Appointed, 37. First Report recommending the reduetion of the quorum 
to nine Members, 44. Report adopted, 44. Second Report on the 
petitions of George F. Johnston and Hugh Hunter, for Bills of Di- 
vorce, and sartifying that the provisions of the seventy-second Rule 
have been compliad with, 44, 45. Third Report on Petitions relating 
to the Merebante’ Bank of Oanade, the Rogatar Baptist Foreign 
Missionary Society, of John Stewart of Kingston, the Quebec Fire 
Agsnrance Company, ani of David Fisher of Toronto, and Jane 
‘Malvina Dyaper of Whitby, also recommending the suspension of 
the 51st Mule, in the case df the Petition of Frederick W. Fishwick, 
of Halifax, 45,46. Fifty-tizst Rule suspended as recommended in 
the Third Report, 46. Fourth Report on Petitions, relating to the 
Stadacona Fire and Life Insurance Company, the Dominion Graage 
Mutual Fire Insurance Association, the Montreal and City of Ottawa 
Junction Railway. Campany, the Mutual Building Society of Quebec, 
the Canada Southern Railway Company, the incorporation of Pilots 
for pilotage between Montreal and Quebec, the Ontario Mutual Life 
Assurance Company, the Brockville and Ottawa Railway Company, 
the Canada Cepéral Railway Company, the National Insurance Com- 
pany, the icultgral Mutnsi Association of Canada; also, recom- 
mending the suspevsion of the Slet Rule, in the case of the 
tition relating to the incorporation of tho:Monéreal and Champlain 
unction Railway Company, 54, bb. Fifty-first Rule suspended as 
recommended in the Fourth Report, 55. Fifth Report on the Peti- 
tion relating to Canada Agriouitural Insarance:Company and recom- 
mending the suspension of the 61st Role, 62. Fifty-first Rule 
suspended as recommended in the fifth Report, 62. Sixt. 
Report on the Petition of the Northern Railway Compan 
to confirm an agreement between the said Company, aad the North 
Simcoe Railway Compang, 69, 70. Seventh Report on the Petition of 
Viotoria Elizabeth Lyon for :a Bill of Divorce, and certifying that. 
the provisions of the seveñty-second iRale has been complied with, 
78,19. Eighth Report on Petitions relating to La Banque Jacques 
Cartier, Montreal Building Association, Bank of Liverpool, and the 
Canada Vine Growers’ Association, 79, 80. Ninth Report on a Peti- 
tion relating to a Railway Bridge on the St. Croix River; the 
extension of a Patent for Printing Ink, and recommending that the 
51st Rule be dispensed with in the case of the Petition for the 
incorporation of the Missionary Society of the Bible Christian Church 
' of Canada, 87. Fifty-first Rule suspended as recommended in the 
Ninth Report, 87. Tenth Report on the Petition of Eliza Maria 
Campbell, of Whitby, and recommending that the 5lst Rule be not 
suspended, 100. Æleventh Report on the Petition of the Hochelaga. 
Building Society, 137. Report on the Petition of the Missionary 
Society of the Bible Christian Church, 137. 


6—Appointed and instructed to act conjointly with the Committee 
appointed by the Commons, 37. Appointment ordered to be com- 
municated to the House of Commons, 49, 50. 
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Joint on Printing : 


Message from the House of Cammons, naming Members to act in Joint 
Committee, 49, 60. First Report recommending the reduction of 
the quorum to seven Members, 54. Report adopted, 54 Second 
Report on Documents, 59, 60. Second Rerort adopted, 64. Third 
Report on Documents, 83, 84. Third Report adopted, 91. Fifth 
steport on Documents, 134. Fourth Report, containing Reports of 
Sub-Committee of the Joint Committee certifying to the correctness 
of the accounts for the past year; recommending an additional 
allowance of three hundred dollars to a Second Assistant Distributor, 
and submitting the Annual Balanee Sheet for the year 1876-7, 142 to 
.145 inclusive. Fifth Report adopted, 151. Fourth Report adopted, 
153. Sixth Report on Documents, 210. Seventh Report on the 
Distribution of Public Printed Documents, with lists attached ; also, 
that the Blue Books furnished to the several Departments be charged 
and paid at cost price, and recommending that the Votes and Pr- 
ceedings of the House of Commons be fyled each morning by the 
Pages, and left on the Members’ desks for reference, 218 to 230, 
inclusive. Sixth Report adopted, 232. Seventh Report postponed, 
246. Highth Report on Documents, 246. Seventh Report adopted, 
265. Eighth Report adopted, 265. Minth Report on Documents, 
271. Ninth Report adopted, 274. Tenth Report on Documents, 279. 
Tenth Report adopted, 285. Æleventh Report on Documents pre- 
sented and adopted, 288. 

7.—Appointed to enquire into the best means to obtain correct reports of 
the Debates and Proceedings of the Senate and to report thereon, 37. 
Report recommending that additional information on reporting be 

rocured by the Chairman and the Honorable Messrs. Brown and 
ampbell, 279. Report adopted, 279. 

8.—Appointed for the management of the Senate Restaurant, 57. 

9.—Appointed to continue the investigation relating to the purchase of the 
property at Fort William as a terminus for the Canadian Pacific 

ilway, 59. Evidence to be printed for the use of Members, and 
delivered only to members of the Committee, 99. First Report recom- 
mending that the evidence taken be printed in copics for distribution, 
and inserted in the Journals of the House, carried, 178. Second 
Report, 249 tu 253, inclusive. Motion that the Report be adopted, 254. 
Motion in amendment to amend the Report lost on division, 254, 255. 
Motion and proceedings ordered to be reported, 255. Ordered for 
consideration, 255. Consideration of Report postponed, 265, 272, 274. 
Second Report adopted on division, 282. 
10.—A ppointed to enquire into matters connected with the Fort Frances 
ock, 62,63. Evidence to be printed for the use of Members, and 
delivered only to Members of the Committee, 129. Report presented, 
237 to 240 inclusive. Motion that the Report be adopted, 240. Motion 
to amend the Report, lost on division, 241. Report adopted, 241. 
Motion that the motions, proceedings and votes of the Committee be 
reported, carried, 241. Consideration of Report ordered, 241. Con- 
sideration of Report postponed, 256, 260, 272. Report adopted, 273, 
274. 

11.—Appointed to report a Rule relative to the printing of evidence taken 
in Divorce Cases, 190. The question of amending the 49th rule 
referred to Comm .ttee, 191. 

12.— Appointed in Divorce Cases. Vide Bills 19, 22, 24. 
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Compton: Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the County of, 73. 


ConNEoTicutT MuTuaL Lire INSURANCE COMPANY : 


Petitions relating to the, 78, 92, 131. 
CoNSOLIDATED Bank of Canada: Returns of Shareholders, 54. 
Contents AND Non-Contents. Vide Divisions. 
ConTINGENT Accounts. Vide Committee, 4.. | 
Crimes of Violence Prevention. Vide Bill, 11. 
Cusrous : 


For Returns relating to. Vide Addresses, 36, 38, 40, 41. 
Vide Tariff. 


Dzsares and Proceedings of the Senate. Vide Committee, 7. 


DaBovucazevizze, Honorable Mr. : 


On Ministerial Crisis at Quebec. Vide Quebec. 
Decks Loaps Law Amendment. Vide Bill, 12. 


Disrermuron, SECOND ASSISTANT: 


Fourth Report of tbe Printing Committee recommending an additional 
allowance to a, 142 to 145. Fourth Report adopted, 153. 


DIVISIONS OF THE SENATE: 


Adjournment of the Senate, 52. 

Baptist Foreign Missionary Society Bill, 53, 82. 

Canada Southern Railway Company Bill, 146. 

Canadian Pacific Railway Law Amendment Bill, 215, 245, 275. 
Election of Members Bill, 267. 

Fort Frances Lock Committee Report, 241. 

Hunter’s Divorce Bill, 40, 49, '71, 93, 94, 95. 

Independence of Parliament Bill, 255, 259, 265, 266, 289. 
Johnston's Divorce Bill, 36, 45, 67, 97, 177. 

Lyon’s Divorce Bill, 76,79, 121, 177, 179. 

Manitoba Conflicting Lands Claims Bill, 187, 188. 
Misdemeanor Law of Evidence, 264. 

Missionary Society of the Bible Christian Church of Canada, 105, 106, 148. 
Motion relating to the Pacific Railway, 231. 


On the action of the Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec toward his late 
Ministry. 197. | 


Receiver General and Attorney General Offices Bill, 201. 
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Divisions OF THE SenaTE—Continued. 


Report of the Committee on the purchase of Fort William as a Terminus, 
254, 282. 


Supreme Court Amendment Bill, 284, 294. 
Traffic in Intoxicating Liquors Bill, 132, 180, 181, 186. 
Witnesses competency in Common Assault Cases Bill, 198. 


Divonoz. Vide Bills, 19, 22, 24. Vide Campbell. 
Proclamation assenting to Bills of, passed 1877. 8 and 9 inclusive. 
Committee appointed to regulate the printing of evidence in cases of, 190, 
191. 


Dominion Bank of Toronto: Return of Shareholders, 66. 
« Company, Petition, 33. Vide Bill, 13. 
‘© Grange Mutual Fire Insurance Association. Petition, 44. Petition reported, 
55. | 


6 Lands Act, For information relating to the Administration of the, Vide 
Address, 10. 


Draper, Jane Malvina, of Whitby : 
Petition, 35. Petition reported, 46. Vide Bill, 54. 


Kasrern Townships Bank : List of Shareholders, 33. 
Exeoctions Law amendment. Vide Bill, 14. | 


Evan, Quebec. 
Petition relating to the Indians of Two Mountains, 77. 


ExcHAnGe Bank of Canada: List of Shareholders, 39. 


Excaxquer Cour : 
Copy of Rules'and Orders made by the Judges of the Supreme and, 182. 


EXcIsE 3 ta 
For Returns relating to the duties of. Vide Addresses, 25, 34, 37, 42, 43. 


EXPENDITURE OF THE DOMINION : 
Motion calling attention to the, and inquiring what means are to be adopted 
to restore the equilibrium between the income. and, 93. Debate on 
Motion, postponed, 93. Debate resumed and postponed, 95, 99, 103, 
105, 120. Debate resumed, 127. 


Express Company of Halifax, Petition, 27. Petition reported, 46. Vide Bill, 15. 


EXTRADITION : 
Despatch from the Secretary of State for the Colonies in answer to a Joint 


Address from the Commons and Senate of Canada, in relation to the 
Imperial Extradition Act of 1870, 56. 
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Fans. Vide Agriculturists. 
Fisame, David, of Toronto : 
Petition, 35. Petition reported, 46. Vide Bill, 54. 


FisHERIES : 


Relating to contracts with the Department of Marine and at Prince Edward 
land. Vide Address, 19. 


Relating to Salmon fishing at Frazer River, B.C. Vide Address, 20. 
Return of the Report of the Department of Marine and, 39. 
Supplementary Report of the Department of Marine and, 263. 


FisHWIOK, Frederick W., of Halifax : 
Petition, 27. Petition reported, 46. Vide Bill, 15. 


Fort WILLIAM: 


Relating to houses built for Engineers on the Pacific Railway, from Selkirk 
to. Vide Address, 16. 


FRANCE: 
For information relating to the sale of Canadian built ships in. Vide Addrega, 
14. 


For information relating to the admission of the products of, into the 
Dominion. Vide Address, 14. 


FRANKLIN, Quebec: 
Petition relating to the Indians of Two Mountains, 77. 


Gasrx: Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the County of, 94. 


GLOBENSKY, Charles A. M. 
Petition relating to La Banque Jacques Cartier, 42, Petition reported, 79, 80, 


GoDMANCHESTER, Quebec : 
Petition relating te the Indians of Two Mountains, 77. 


GOVERNOR GENERAL: 


The Senate informed by message from His Kxcelency the Governor 
- General, that His Deputy, Sir W. Richards, Knight, will open the 
Session, 16. Sir William Buell Richards, Knight, comes to the 
Senate, commands the attendence of the Commons, 17, 18. Directs 
them to elect a Speaker and retires, 18. The Senate informed that 
His Excellency will proceed to the Senate to formally open the 
Session, 18, 19. Comes to the Senate, commands the attendance of 

the Commons, 19. His Speech, 19, 20, 21. Consideration of the 

h ordered, 21. Motion for an Address in answer to Speech from 

rone, 24, 25, 26. Debate on the motion relating to the Address, 

26. Debate postponed, 26. Debate resumed, 27. The Address, 28, 

29, 30. Address unauimonsly agreed to, 30. His Excellency’s reply 
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GoVERNOR GENERAL—Continued. 


to the Address, 56. The Senate informed that it is the intention of 
His Excellency the Governor General to assent to certain Bilis 
passed by both Houses, 195. Comes to the Senate, commands the 
attendance of the Commons, 195. - Assents to Bills, 196. Tho Senate 

informed that it is the intention of His Excellency the Governor Gene- 
ral to prorogue Parliament, 291. Comes to the Senate, commands 
attendance of the Commons, 296. Assents to Bills, 296, 297. Speech 
at the Prorogation, 298. 


Address expressing regret at the departure of the, 183 to 185 inclusive. The 
Senate informed,that His Excellency will receive Address, .193. 
Excellency’s reply to the Address, 200, 201. 


Address requesting His Excellency the, to transmit an Address to Her 
Majesty respecting the boundaries of Canada, 268, 269, 270, 277. 


For Message relating to Extradition, 56. 
For Message relating to the appoiatment of additional Senators, 58. 
For Messages relating to recent Ministerial changes in Quebec. Vide 


Messages, 3, 4 and 5. 
GRAND Trunk RAILWAT : 


Petitions complaining of the working of the, 34, 51, 54, 58, 74, 86, 98. 
Petition printed, 35. 

Petition to enable Railway Companies to cross the track of the, in the city 
of Toronto, 38. 


Petition from the, to establish an Accident Assurance Fund, 51. Vide Bill, 16. 
GyYPsoo : 


For a Statement relating to the importation of, into the Dominion. Vide 
Address, 24. 


Hicrax : N, 8. 


» Petition relating to-an Express Company, 27. Petition reported, 46. Vide 
Bill, 15. Street Railway Company, Petition, 69. . 


HAMILTON : 
Bank of, Return of Shareholders, 141. 


Hawes & Co. : 


For a Return of rails shipped by. Vide Address, 31. For a copy of pro 
ceedings in the case Attorney-General of Canada versus. ide 
Address, 44. 
Hawkesgury, Nova Scotia : 


For information relating to the Post Office at. Vide Address, 7. 


HINCHINBROOK, Quebec : . 
Petition relating to the Indians of Two Mountains, 77. 
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HocHELAGA BUILDING SOCIETY : 

Petition, 69. Petition reported, 137. Vide Bill, 17. 
HoLiweEtt, Martha Jemima Hawkshaw : 

Proclamation assenting to Bill of Divorce for the relief of, 9. 


HloMEstTeabs exemption in Territories. Vide Bill, 18. 
Hunter, Hugh : | ” 

Petition laid on the Table, 33. Certificate of the Clerk that, has paid two 
hundred dollars in accordance with 83rd Rule, 33. Affidavit of Service 
of notice of Bill of Divorce on Catharine Hunter, 39. Motion that 
the Petition be read and received, 40. Objected to, 40. Motion 


carried, 40. Read, 40. Committee on Private Bills report the pro- 
visions of 72nd Rule complied with, 44, 45. Vide Bill, 19. 


HunrtTinaron, Quebec : 


Petition relating to the Indians of Two Mountains, 77. 
TmpgaiAz BANK: Return of Shareholders, 61. 
INDEPENDENCE Of Parliament, further security. Vide Bill, 20. 


INDIAN RESERVES : 
Relating to, in British Colambia. Vide Address, 26. . 


InpraNs of Two Mountains, Quebec : 
Petition relating to, 77, 83. 


INSOLVENT Insurance Companies, winding up. Vide Bill, 21, 


INSURANCE COMPANIRS : 


For a Return relating to Foreign. Vide Address, 27. 


INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY : 
Petition relating to the Halifax Street Railway Company and the, 69. 


Relating to the headquarters of the Intercolonial Railway at “Moncton. 
ide Address, 9. | 


Relating to a Raïlway Bridge at the Falls of St. John, to connect the 
estern Extension Railway with the. Vide Address, 15. 


Relating to Shipment of Grain, vid. Vide Address, 21. 


Relating to Steel Rails contracted for by the Commissioner for the. Vide 
ddress, 31. 


Relating to Lands taken for the, in New Brunswick. Vide Address, 33. 
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J ACQUES Cartier Bank: List of Shareholders, 62, 123. 
Jounsron, George F. 


Petition, 31. Certificate of the Clerk of the Senate, that the Petitioner has 
paid two hutidred dollars in accordancé with the 88rd Rule, 31. 
Affidavit of service of netice of the Bill of Divorce on Charlotte Elsie 
McArthur, 35. Motion that the Petition be read, 36. Motion 
carried on a division, 36. Petition read, 36. Committee on Private 
Bills report the provisions of 72nd Rule complied with, 44, 4. 
Vide Bill, 22. | 

Jourérrz : Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the District of, 190. 


Kamouraska: Return of Baptiems, Marriages and Burials for the District of, 90. 
Kineston, Oxtario:: 
Petition of John Stewart of, 34. Petition reported, 46. 


La BANQUE De Sr. Hyracintug: List of Shareholders, 62. 
Dz Sr. Jean: List of Shareholders. of tie, 61, 
NationaLe. Retart of Stoekholders, 81. 


Jacques CARTIER: Petitions relating to, 48. Petition reported, 79, 80. List 
of Shareholders, 62, 123. 


Vite Maure: List of Shareholders, 39. 
L’Arpoiss Breakwater, Cape Breton : 

Relating to the. Vide Address, 4. 
Lrmaanian: Report of the, 22 to 23 incladed. 
Lisrany. Vide Committee, 2. 


Liquor Traffic. Vide Bill, 23. 


L’Iscer, Quebec: Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the County, 78. 
Lrvæzpoor, Nova Scotia, Bank of. Petition, 73. Petition reported, 80. Vide Bill, 3. 
Lrya Srovx: Petition.for the abelition of duties on, 33. 


Lumber :5 For information relating to, imported from the United States into-Canada. 
Vide Address, 11 | 


Lyon, Victoria Elizabeth. Petition laid on the Table, 66. Certificate of the Clerk 
that, has paid two hundred dollars in accordante with $3 Rule, 65. 
Affidavit of Service of notice of Bill of Divorce on John Igon, 74. 
Motion that the Petition be read and received, 75. Objected to; 75. 
Motion carriod, 75. Read, 75. Committee on Private Bills report 
the provisions of 72nd Rale complied with, 79. Vide Bill, 34. 


a 
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M acvonazp, Sm JOHN A: Petition from J. Stewart, of Kingston, for an Act to 


recover repayment for a sum deposited with a Petition against the 
return of, 34. Petition reported, 46. 


MALT Duty. Vide Bill, 25. 

MANITOBA: | | 
Conflicting Land Claims. Vide Bill, 26. 
Schools Money Advance. Vide Bill, 27. 


For a. Report made by the Honorable Mr. Morris. Vide Address, 30. 


For copies of Orders in Council relating to Public Lands in. Vide 
Address, 12. 


For Reports relating to the Administration of Dominion Lands. Vide 
ddress, 10. 
Manis any Fisaenres Daranmanr: 


Report of the, for 1877, 39. 
Supplementary Report of 263. 


Contracts with the Service of the, in Prince Edward Island. Vide 
Address, 19. 


Salmon Fishing on Frazer River. Vide Address, 20. 
Mariusz Court or ONTARIO: | 
General Rules and Tariff of Fees. Presented, 64. 
Bill. Vide Bill, 28. 
Maritime Bank. List of Shareholders, 66. 
Manmiacns. ‘Vide Returns. 


Mxnonants’ Bank. Petition, 27. Petition reported, 45, Vide Bill, 29. 
Shipping Law partial repeal. Vide Bill, 30. 


MESSAGES : 


From His Excellency the Governor General: 


1.—Transmitting copy of Despatch from Her Majesty’s Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, in answer to the Joint Addross of the Senate and 


Fommons of Canada, in relation to the Imperial Extradiction Act of 
1870, 56. 


2.—Transmitting Despatch from Her Majesty's Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, in answer to an Address from the Senate, relating to the 
appointment of additional Senators under clause 26 of the British 
North America Act, 58. 


3.—Transmitting Addresses from the Legislative Assembly und Council of 
the Province of Quebec, on the subject of recent Ministerial changes 
in that Province, 100, 101, 102. 
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4.—Transmitting a memorandum from the Lieutenant Governor of Quebec, 
with other documents, containing explanations in relation to recent 
Ministerial changes in that Province, 107 to 118 inclusive. Motion 
that course adopted by the Lieutenant Governor of Quebec is at 
variance with the Principles of Responsible Government, debated and 
postponed, 194. Debate resumed, 196. Motion in amendment to 
main motion lost, 197. Main motion carried, 197, 198. 


5.—Transmitting a letter from the Honorable C. B. DeBoucherville relating 
to the recent Ministerial changes in the Province of Quebec, 154 to 
175 inclusive. Motion that the course adopted by the Lieutenant 
Governor of Quebec is at variance with the principles of Responsible 
Government, debated and postponed, 194. Debate resumed, 196. 
Motion in amendment to main motion lost, 196. Main motion 
carried, 197, 198. 


6.—Transmitting correspondence frorh Her Majesty’s Government respecting 
the inclusion within the Boundaries of the Dominion of Territories in 
North America, 261. Message from the Commons to the Senate 
asking them to unite in a Joint Address to the Queen, on the desir- 
ability of defining the boundaries of Canada, 268. Address to His 
Excellency requesting that he will transmit the Address to Her 
Majesty, 269, 270. Message from the Commons agreeing tu Address, 
277. Addresses ordered to be presented to His Excellency, 277. 


From the Commons : 


1.—Requesting copies of Contracts for the conveyance of Her Majesty's 
ils from Sydney to other parts of the County of Cape Breton, 

during the year 1876, together with copies of notices fur tenders and 
the names of papers in which they were inserted. Also copies of 
Contracts entered into in the years 1874, 1875 and 1876 for Mail 
Services in the said County, 133. Message transmitting the Retarn 
asked for, 139, 140. 

2.—Motion requesting the Senate to join ina Joint Address to His Excellency 
the Governor General, expressive of regret on his leaving Canada, 183. 
Vide Addresses. | 

3.—Message requesting the Senate to unite in a Joint Address to Her 
Majesty declaring it desirable to define the boundaries of Canada, 268. 
Vide Messages from His Excellency, No. 6. 


4.—For Messages relating to Bills. Vide Bills. 


Mmp.LEsex County oF : 
Petition relating to Tariff, in connection with farming interests, 51. 
MisDEAMEANOR Law of Evidence Amendment. Vide Bill, 31. 
‘Moson’s Bank. List of Shareholders, 90. 
Mencron: 


Relating to the fixing of the headquarters of the Intercolonial Railway at. 
ide Address, 9. | | 
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Moxnxy Lending Companies. Vide Bill, 32. 


Monrmaany, Quebec: 


Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the County of, 78. 
MonTREAL : | 


Dominion Company. Petition, 33. Vide Bill, 13. 


And City of Ottawa Junction Railway Company. Petition, 44. Petition 
reported, 55. Vide Bill, 34: 


Petition relating to Pilotage between Quebec and, 47. Petition reported, 55. 
Building Association. Petition, 48. Petition reported, 80. Vide Bill, 35. 
Investment and Building Company. Vide Bill, 35. 


And Champlain Junction’Railway Company. Petition, 51, Petition reported: 
55. Vide Bill, 33. 


Bank Note Printing Ink, Petition for an extension ofa Patent for, 54. 
Petition reported, 87. 


City-and District Savings Bank Return, 66. 


For correspendence relating to petsons omployed at Sorel, by the Montreal 
Harbour Commissioners. Vide Address, 17. 


Retarn to an Address for correspondence relating to the refusal of the 
Montreal Harbour Commissioners to allow cars and locomotive 
engines to pass over wharves or other property under their control, 
41. Return not printed, 60. 


Murva Building Society of Quebec. Petition, 44. Petition reported, 55. 
NAPIERVILLE : 


Building Society, Petition, 64. 


Petition relating to the Grand Trunk and Champlain Railways,34. Petition 
printed, 35. . 


NATIONAL INVESTMENT CoMPANY: 

Return of shareholders for 1877, 39. 

Insurance Company, Petition 51. Petition reported, 65 Vide Bill, 36. 
NAVIGATION : 


Tables of Trade and, for 1877, 31. 


Nzwssoys Lodging House at Toronto : 
Petition relating to, 77. 


New Brunswick : Return of Shareholders of the Bank of, 35. 


NostTsHern LIicar: 


For information relating to the steamer. Vide Address, 8. 
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NoRTHERN Railway Company of Canada. Petition, 61. Petition reported, 70, Vide 


Bill, 37. 
Norra Simcox Railway Company. Petition, 61. Petition reported, 70. Vide 
ill, 37. 
Norta-Wrst TERRITORIES : . 
Ordinances by the Lieutenant-Governor and Council of the 22nd 


March, 1878, 80. 
Official Return of the distribution of Dominion Statutes for 1877, 39. 
Ontario Bank. List of Shareholders, 54. 


Express and Transportation Company. Vide Bill, 38. 
Mutual Life Association incorporation. Petition, 48. Petition reported, 55. 
Vide Bill, 39. | 
OnvsRs, Customs and Privileges of Parliament. Vide Committee, 1. 


Oromocto Shoals: 
For Reports relating to the navigation of the River St, John at. Vide 
ddress, 13. 


Osnawa Harsour Company : 
Petition from the Sydenham Harbour Company to change its name to, 51, 


Vide Bill, 58. 
OrTawa: 
Montreal and City of, Junction Railway, Petition, 44. Petition reported, 56. 
Vide Bill, 34. 
Paciric RAILWAY: 


Metion relating to the expenditure of public money on the, 151. Debated 
and postponed, 151. Debate resumed and postponed, 176, 179, 189, 
192, 203, 205, 208, 212. Debate resumed and motion carried on a 
division, 231. 

Return to an Address relating to instructions issued to Mr. Fleming respect 
ing a site for a terminus for the Pacific Railway on the Pacific 
41. Return not printed, 60. | 


Report in reforence to the location of the line and a Western Terminal 
Harbour of the Pacific Railway, 244. 

For information relating to the construction of houses for Engineers. Vide 
Address, 16 

For Report of Acting Engineer of the. Vide Address, 23. 

For statement of expenses in Mr. Sandford Fleming’s Report on. Vide 
Address, 28. 


For transport of rails between Kingston and points of the Red River. Vide 
Address, 29. 


For a comparative Return of the cost of Rails for the Intercolonial Railway 
and the. Vide Address, 31. 
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PARLIAMENT : 


Proclamations assembling, 1 to 13 inclusive. 
Convened, 15. 
Prorogued, 298. 


PATENT : 


Petition for an extension of a, for a bank note printing ink, 54. Petition 
reported, 8 


Pxacx River Copnrr: - 
For a Map and Report of. Vide Address, 23. 


Panrrantiany Law Ainendment. Vide Bill, 40. 


ParTBa20ROUGE : 
Petition relating to the Connecticut Mutual Life Assurance Company, 78. 


Piorov : 
For copy of Pilotage Rules for the Port of. Vide Address, 45. 
Bank: Return of Shareholders, 98. 
PILOTAGE: 
For Rules and Regulations for, in the Port.of Arichat. Vide Address, 32. 


For Rules and ulations for, in the Ports of Pictou, Sydney and North 
Sydney. Vide Address, 45. 


Petition relating to, between Quebec and Montreal, 47. Petition reported, 
5. 


Prez Rrvzr Pass: | 
For a Report and Map relating to. Vide Address, 23. 


PLASTER OF PARIS : | 
For a Return of, imported into the Dominion. Vide Address, 24. 


PosrMAsTER GENERAL : 
Report of the, to 30th June, 1877, 39 
Post Orriox Act amendment. Vide Bill, 41. 
Irregularities in Nova Scotia. Vide Address, %. 
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF CANADA: 
Petition relating to, 66. 


Priveozk Evwarp ISLAND : 


Relating to contracts had with the service of the Marine and Fishery 
Bepartment at. Vide Address, 19. 


PRINTING. Vide Committee, 6. 
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Prisoners in default of giving securities. Vide Bill, 42. 
Private Bills. Vide Bills. 


PROCLAMATIONS: 


Relating to the assembling of Parliament, 1 to 13 inclusive. 
Assenting to Divorce Bills reserved last Session, 8 and 9 inclusive. 


Pugzic Accounts better Auditing. Vide Bill, 48. 
Of Canada, for the year ending 30th June, 1877,,39. 


Pugzio Lans > 


For information relating to the administration of the Dominion Lands Act 
Vide Address, 10. 


For Orders in Council relating to, at Rat River Settlement. Vide Address, 
12. 


For Correspondence respecting Indian Reserves in British Columbia. Vide 
dd 26 


Vo 


For the Report on, of the Honorable Alexander Morris, 30. 


Pugzic Works: 


Report of the Minister of, to 30th June, 1877, 39. 
Act amendment. Vide Bill 44. 


f 


Quzeze : 
Bank, Return of Shareholders, 1877, 39. 
Fire Insurance Company. Petition, 35. Petition reported, 46. Vide Bill, 45. 
Mutual Building Society of the City of. Petition, 44. Petition reported, 55. 
Petition relating to Pilotage between Montreal and, 47. Petition reported, 55. 
Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the District of, Return of, 86. 
Société de prêts et placements incorporation. Vide Bill, 46. 
Addresses, Memorandum and Letter on the subject of the recent Ministerial 


changes in, 100, 101, 102, 107 to 118, 160, 151, 154 to 175, 194, 196, 
.197, 198. 


Rarzwar Act extension to Prince Edward Island. Vide Bill, 47. 


Rar. Ways. Vide Committee, 3. Statistics and Reports of, 261. Vide Bills and 
turns, 


RECEIVER GENERAL and Attorney General offices. Vide Bill, 48. 
REPORTING the proceedings of the Senate. Vide Committee, 7. 
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RETURNS : 


Baptisms, Marriages and Burials : 


Arthabaska/90. Beauce, 73. Beauharnois, 44. Bedford, 61. Bellechasse, 78: 
Chicoutimi, 86. Compton, 73: Gaspé, 94. Joliette, 190. Kamouraska, 
90. L’Islet, 78. Montmagny, Fe Quebec, 86. Richelieu, 78. 
Rimouski, 22. Saguenay, 52. St. Francis, 90. St. Hyacinthe, 128. 
Terrebonne, 131. 


Banks and Companies : 


Bank of Hamilton, 141. Bank of New Rrunswick, 35. Canadian 
Bank of Commerce, 44. Consolidated Bank of Canada, 54. Domin- 
ion Bank ot Toronto, 66. Eastern Townships Bank, 33. Exchange 
Bank of Canada, 39. Imperial Bank, 61. La Banque de St. Hya- 
cinthe, 62. La Banque Jacques Cartier, 62, 123. La Banque 
Nationale, 31. La Banque Ville Marie, 39. La Banque de St. Jean, 
61. Maritime Bank, 66. National Investment Company, 39. Mon- 
treal, City and District Savings Bank, 66. Molson’s Bank, 90. 
Ontario Bank, 54. Pictou Bank, 98. Quebec Bank, 39. Yarmouth 

ank, 62. 


_ General: 


Secretary of State: Statement of Bonds and Securities registered at the 
Department of the, 55. Report of the for, 1877, 69. Return of the 
distribution of the Statutes of the Dominion for 1877, 39. Report of 
the Librarian, 22 to 23. Return of tables of the Trade and Naviga- 
tion of Canada for 1877, 31. Report of the Minister of Agriculture 
for 1877, 31. Report of the Minister of Public Works, 1877, 39. 
Report of the Department of Marine and Fisheries, 1877, 39. Public 
Accounts of Canada, 1877, 39. Report of the Postmaster-General, 
1877, 39. Maritime Court of Ontario. Reiurn of Rules and Fees, 64. 


Return to an Address, dated 6th April, 1877, for information respecting the 
| passenger and freight traffic over the Victoria Bridge during the 
years 1875 and 1876, 41. Not printed, 60. | 


Return to an Address, dated 9th March, 1877, for copies of instructions to 
to Mr. Fleming, Engineer-in-Chief on the subject of a series of ques- 
tions, submitted through the Colonial Office, relating to Harbours in 
British Columbia, and a site for a terminus of the line on the Pacific 
coast, 41. Not printed, 60. 


Return to an Address, dated 9th Aprif, 1877, for correspondence relating to 
the refusal of the Montreal Harbor Commissioners to allow cars and 
and locomotive engines to pass over wharves or other property under 
their control, 41, 42. Not printed, 60. 

Return of ordinances passed by the Lieutenant-Governor and Council of 
the North-West Territories, 80. 


Rules and Orders made by the Judges of the Supreme and Exchequer 
Court since last Session of Parliament, 182. 

Report made by S. Fleming, C.M.G., Engineer-in-Chief, in reference to a 
Western Terminal Harbour and the location of the line of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, 244. | 

Return relating to Railway Statistics and working expenditure, 261. 


Supplement to the Tenth Annual Report of the Department of Marine and 
Fisheries for 1877, 263. | 
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Riouæziu : Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the District of 78. 
Rimcuse1: Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the District of, 22. 


Ro..xs or THE House: 
14th Rule dispensed witb, 150, 281. : 
41st Rule dispensed with, 205, 206, 207, 283, 286, 287, 283. 
49th Rule: Committee appointed in relation to the Printing of Divorce 
Cases and to amend the, 190, 191. 


blst Rule dispensed with, 46, 55, 62, 87. Not dispensed with, 100, 

55th Rule: Decision of Speaker on, 82. Rescinded and another substituted, 
123, 124. 

72nd Rule complied with, 44, 45, 79. 

78th Rule complied with, 75, 78, 138. 

83rd Rule complied with, 31, 33, 65. 


| 
SAGUENAY: 
Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the District of, 52. 


Scort, WALTER : 
Proclamation assenting to a Bill of Divorce for the relief of, 9. 


SRoRETARY OF STATE : 
Statement of Bonds and Securities registered at the Department of the, 55. 
Report of the, for the year ending 31st December, 1877, 69. 
Return relating to the distribution of the Dominion-Statates for 1877, 39. 


Return of Ordinances passed by the Lieutenant Governor and Couneil of 
the North-West Territories, 80. 


SaLKIBK : 
Relating to houses erected for Engineers on the Pacific Railway, from Fort 
illiam to. Vide Address, 16. 
SENATE? 


Despatch from the Secretary of State for the Colonies in answer to the 
Joint Address from the, and Commons of ‘Canada, in relation to the 
Imperial Extradition Act of 1870, 56. 


Despatch from the Secretary of State for the Colonies in answer to an 
Address from the, relating to the appointment of additional Senators, 
under Clause 26 of the British North America Act, 58. 


Addresses from the Legislative Assembly and Council of the Province of 
Quebec on the Ministerial crisis in that Province. Vide Quebec. 


Memorandum from the Lieutenant Governor of Quebec on:the Ministerial 
crisis. Vide Quebec. 


‘Letter from the Honorable Mr. DeBoucherville on the Mixisterial crisis, 
Vide Quebec. ‘ 


On enlarging the boundaries of the Dominien, 261, 268, 279, 270, 277. 
Decision of the Speaker, on 55th Rule, 82. 
Accounts of the Senate. Vide Accounts. ® 
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Surrs: For information relating te the sale of Canadian built, in France. Vide 
. Address, 14. 


£xogr Hogns:- American Association for breeders of. Potition, 33. 
Sirvee Con: For information relating to purchase of American. Vide Address, 18. 


Sopa WATER: Manufacturers of. Petition, 33. 


SorEL: For copies of complaints made to the Montreal Harbour Commissioners 
respecting persons employed by them at. Vide Address, 17. 


Sparks imported into Canada. Jide Lumber. 


STADACONA Fire and Insurance Cumpany. Petition, 31. Petition reported, 55. 
Vide Bill, 49. 


Stamps and Bills of Exchange Law Amendment. Vide Bill, 50. 
Stamps: For Returns relating to the duties on. Vide Address, 35, 39. 
STANDING Orders. Vide Committee, 5. 

STATUTES : Official Roturn of the distribution of Dominion, for 1877, 39. 
STAVES imported into Canada. Vide Lumber. 


Sr. Croix, New Brunswick. Petition relating to a Bridge at, 13. Petition reported, 
87. 


Sree. Rats: For a Return relating to the transport of, between Kingston and 
points on the Red River. Vide Address, 29. 


Sr. Eustacue, Quebec : 


Petition from, relating to Banque Jacques Cartier, 48. Petition reported, 


? 
STEWART, JOHN: 
Petition of, of Kingston, 34. Petition reported, 46. 
Sr. Francis: Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials of the District of, 90. 


Sr. HyacintHE: Banque de. Return of Shareholders, 62. 
| Return of Baptisms, Marriages and Burials in the District of, 128. 


ST. JEAN: Banque de. Return of Shareholders, 61. 
Sr. Jean CHRyY808TOME, Quebec : 


Petition relating to the Grand Trunk and Champlain Railways, 86. 
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Sr. Joun, New Brunswick : 
For information relating to the navigation of the River. Vide Address, 13, 
For information relating to a Railway Bridge at the Fall of the River. 
Vide Address, 15. 
St. MicHEL ARCHANGE : 
Petition relating to Grand Trunk and Champlain Railways, 34. Petition 
printed, 35. 
ST. Peter's CANAL, Cape Breton: 
For information relating to the enlargement of. Vide Address, 6. 


Sr. Tuomas, Ontario : 
Petition, relating to the Canada Southern Railway, 48, 77. 
SupPLy. Vide Bill, 51. 


SUPREME AND EXcHEQUER CocRrT: 
Law Amendment. Vide Bill, 52. 
Copy of Rules and Orders of the, 182. 


SYDENHAM HARBOUR COMPANY : 
Petitions to change its name to the Oshawa Harbour Company, 51. Vide 


ill, 53 
SYDNEY: | 
For Pilotage Rules for. Vide Address, 45. 
| ns 
Petitions relating to the Farmers of Canada, 51, 54. 
TEMPBRANCE AOT or 1864: - 


Petition to amend the, 39; 44, 47, 51, 58, 125, 126, 128, 134, 141. 
\ 
TERREBONNE: Return of Baptisms, Marriayes and Burials, District of, 131. 


THIBAUDEAD, HONORABLE JosEPH RosalReE: 


Summoned to the Senate in the room and stead of the late Honorable 
Charles Wilson, 16, 17. Presents his writ of summons and takes the 
oath prescribed by law, 17. 


TimBxe, Relating to, imported into Canada. Vide Lumber. 


ToRONTO: 


Petition to enable Railway Companies to cross the track of the Grand Trunk 
Railway at, 38. 


Dominion Bank of, Return of Shareholders, 66. 
Newsboys Lodging House, Petition, 77. 

Connecticut Mutaal Life Assurance, Petitions, 78, 92. 
Bank of, List of Sharebolders, 118. 

Mannfacturors of Soda Water. Petition, 33. 
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TRADE AND NAVIGATION OF THE DOMINION : 
Return of Tables of the, 31. 


Two Mountains, Quebec: 
Petition relating to the Indians of, 77, 83. 
ICTORIA BRIDGE : 
Return to an Address for information respecting the passenger and freight 


traffic over the, during the years 1875 and 1876, 41. Return not 
printed, 60. 


VILLE Marte: List of Shareholders of La Banque, 39. 


ASHINGTON TREATY: Vide Address, 2 Documents and pleadings relating 
to the, ordered to bo translated and printed, 281, 282. 


WESTERN EXTENSION RAILWAY: 


Relating to a Railway Bridge to connect the Intercolonial Railway with the, 
Vide Address, 15. 


WHitsBy HARBOUR CoMPANY: 


Petition of parties interested in the will of the late Chester Draper of, 35. 
Petition reported, 46. Vide Bill, 54. 


Witson, HONORABLE CHARLES: 


The Honorable J. R. Thibaudeau summoned to the Senate in the room and 
stead of the late, 16, 17. 


Wirnesses Competency in Common Assault Cases. Vide Bill, 55. 


Ya RMOUTH BANK. Return of Shareholders, 62. 


